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Cases Reported this Week. 
Premier Dairies (Lim.) v. Garlick 
Robertson v. Woodilee Coal and Coke Co. (Lim.) 
Smith v. Bridgen va ens 
Thomson’s Mortgage Trusts, Re, Thomson v. Bruty 


Young v. The Ladies’ Imperial! Club (1.im.) 


Current Topics. 


The Committee on the Land Transfer Bill. 

WE GAVE last week the names of the members of the House 
of Lords appointed to the Joint Committee on the Land 
Transfer Bill. The House of Commons members are Mr. H. B 
Betrrerton, Mr. Vernon Hartrsuorn, Mr. Evan Haywarp, 
and Major J. W. Hits We are glad to see Major Hits on 
the Committee, but we are a little surprised that the Lower 
House cannot make a better show in Real Property Law 


The New County Court Rules. 

New Workmen's Compensation Rules and new County Court 
Rules have just been issued. both sets to come into force on 
Ist April. They are lengthy and we are unable to print them 
this week. The Workmen’s Compensation Rules make further 
provision for particulars and evidence in arbitration, and as 
to dealing with money in court on the death of a dependant 
entitled thereto. The County Court Rules have been drafted 
mainly for the purpose of carrying into effect the changes in 
County Court procedure made by the Courty Courts Act, 1919 


The Matrimoniai Causes Bill, 

WE GAVE a summary recently (ante, p. 333) of the proposals 
of the Matrimonial Causes Bill, and noticed the commencement 
of the second reading debate in the House of Lords. The 
debate was concluded on Wednesday, and after an amendment 
for the rejection of the Bill had been defeated by 93 votes to 
15. the second reading was agreed to without a division. As 
the Lord Chancellor pointed out, the view that marriage 1s 
indissoluble has been rejected by this country, and the only 
questions are the grounds of divorce and the administration of 
the divorce laws. We are glad that the House of Lords is 
recognizing the practical aspects of the matter, a1 d in that view 
there can be no doubt as to the need for broadening the law in 
both points Sut Lord BirKENHEAD appears to propose to 
make the provincial jurisdiction a part of circuit work instead 
of conferring it on the selected county court judges, though the 
latter seems to be a more suitable policy 
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** Licences of Right.’’ 

We suMMARIZED and discussed recently (an/e, p. 287) the 
new sections substituted by the Patents and Designs Act, 1919, 
for sections 27 and 24 of the Act of 1907. The new section 27 
(section 1 of the recent Act) is intended to prevent the abuse 
of monopoly rights, and enables the comptroller, under certain 
specified cireumstances—¢.g., if a patent is not being worked 
on a commercial scale—to grant compulsory licences to use it ; 
and the new section 24 (section 2 of the recent Act) allows the 
patentee voluntarily to have his patent indorsed ‘‘ licences of 
right,’’ and so gain a reduction of one-half in the amount of 
renewal fees. Under the Act of last year the date for these 
provisions to come into force was to be fixed by the Board of 
Trade, not to be later than one year after the passing of 
the Act (23rd De 1919). We print elsewhere an Order 
of the Board fixing Ist April as this date 


Payment of Enemy Debts. 

THe pecision of Russety, J., in Re HW. A 
Knemy (Times, 19th inst.), settles an important question with 
respect to the payment of debts due from Germans out of their 
assets in the hands of the Custodian. The office of Custodian 
was created by the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 
1914, his function being to act as the depository of the assets 
in this country of Germans. Under section 4 such assets might 
be vested in him, and under section 5 (2) he might, if author 
ized by the court, pay thereout debts due from the German 
owner But under the Treaty of Peace a new system for the 
collection of debts as between British and German subjects has 
been established. Part X. of the Treaty, ‘‘ Economic Clauses,’’ 
provides by Art. 296 for the establishment of clearing offices 
through which alone debts can be collected, but this system 
only applies in countries or dominions which gave notice to 
Germany in that behalf within one month from the deposit of 
ratifications of the Treaty Such a notice has been given by 
Great Britain, and the system is now in force here, and under 
the Treaty of Peace Order, 1919 (19th August, but not 
published till 24th October, ante, p. 36), it is a punishable 
offence to obtain payment of a debt otherwise. In the case 
before Russet, J., the question was whether this system had 
put an end to the procedure under the Act of 1914 for obtaining 
payment by direction of the court out of assets in the hands of 
the Custodian. The learned judge held that it had. There 
are, indeed, in Art. 297, certain reservations as to the liqui- 
dation of enemy assets (par. (b)), and as to exceptional war 
measures (par. (d)), but Russexr, J., held that these did not 
exclude the specific regulations as to payment through the 
clearing office. Hence orders cannot now be made for payment 
under the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1914. 
We have not at hand information as to which of the Dominions 
gave the necessary notice to Germany, but we are under the 
impression that it was not given by South Africa, and if so 
the clearing office system has not been established there, nor 
possibly in some other dominions 


Vierhaus, an 


The Failure of the Treaty in the United States. 
But white the Treaty of Peace with Germany is thus in 
active operation in this’ country, and is raising nice points 
for the courts to determine, it has definitely failed to win 
ratification by the United States Senate, and since the Presi 
dent has no treaty making power by himself, the whole project 
of a treaty between the United States and Germany has fallen 
through’, and theoretically a state of war still exists. Nor does 
there seem to be any probability of negotiations for a treaty 
being speedily revived. It looks as though the war would 
terminate between these two countries by the mere cessation of 
hostilities—a method not unknown in history, but as Dr. 


CoLEMAN PHILLIPSON, who gives several instances of it in his 
Terminations of War and Treaties of Peace (Chap. I.), says, 
‘ owing to the numerous difficulties involved, combatant States 
have very seldom resorted to the method of withdrawing from 
war without arriving at some definite and intelligible decision. ’’ 





belligerents, for Germany laid down her arms on the faith 
of the “‘ Fourteen Points,’’ and all that had to be done was 
to give form to this executory agreement. No intricacies 
arising out of the American Constitution could alter this main 
fact. The difficulty has arisen from differences in America as 
to the form of the Treaty, and those differences have proved 
fatal to it. 


The League of Nations and the Belligerents. 

fap any of the fifteen suggested reservations been accepted, 
and the Treaty approved subject to them, interesting questions 
would have arisen as to giving effect to it, especially having regard 
to the number of the States affected. A very full and interest- 
ing discussion of the effect of amendments and reservations to 
a treaty is contained in an article by Mr. Quincy Wricnr in 
the Minnesota Law Review for December; but there are no 
reservations to the Treaty so far as the United States is con- 
cerned, and the matter is not of immediate importance. As 
regards the greater part of the Treaty the failure to accept it 
is primarily of importance only between the United States 
and Germany. There are inconveniences attending a state of 
war, even though it is only theoretical, but doubtless means will 
be found for overcoming these in practice. What affects the 
world generally is the failure of the United States to come 
at once into the League of Nations ; but it may be anticipated 
that this abstention will not be for long. We print elsewhere 
from the Times some interesting correspondence, putting on 
record the real genesis of the covenant. It becomes increasingly 
apparent that, as we have always urged, the enemy Powers 
should be admitted at once into the League—subject to their 
being desirous of membership and having stable government 
so that all can work together for the restoration of society. How 
at the same time the Treaty of Versailles will be revised so as 
to be in accordance with the Fourteen Points is another ques- 
tion, but that, too, will have to be dealt with, Mr. J. M 
Keynes’ book was not required to prove to equity lawyers that 
an executed document, which is not in accordance with the 
executory contract on which it was founded, calls for rectifica- 
tion. We pointed this out long before the necessity was 
generally recognized in this country. 


Philosophy and the Scottish Bar. 

In our last issue we stated that until recently no person 
could be called to the Scots Bar unless he possessed an adequate 
knowledge of ethics, psychology and logic. We have been 
asked how this knowledge was tested. The answer is as 
follows: No one can become an “‘intrant’’ of the Scots 
Faculty of Advocates until he has passed an educational test— 

i.c., either he must possesss the degree of M.A. in a Scots 
university or else he must pass an examination covering similar 
subjects Now until 1894 the degree examination for 
all the Scots universities was a hard-and-fast examination 

it included seven compulsory subjects. These were Latin, 
Greek, English Literature and Belles-Lettres, Mathematics, 
Natural Philosophy, Moral Philosophy, Logic and Rhetoric 
Since 1894, however, all this has been changed, and now a 
Scots M.A. may have avoided most of these subjects, including 
the discipline in philosophy. But even to-day some wider 
attainment in philosophic subjects is essential than is the case 
at the English Bar, for the legal examination required to 
qualify includes eight subjects, namely, Scots Law, Scots 
Conveyancing, Medical Jurisprudence, Constitutional Law, 
Roman Law. Public International Law, Private International 
Law and Philosophy of Law. It will be seen that only the 
first two of these subjects are local and technical, and that 
the last three cover the wide range of public law. In 
England, on the other hand, the professional examinations 
set for the Bar and for solicitors are designed to cover chiefly 
the technical and detailed branches of English law. Perhaps 
this is one reason why in the House of Lords Scots judges 
usually show a breadth of vision and a freedom from technical 
limitations which compare very favourably with the narrower 





In the present case the difficulty has not been between the two 


tendencies of their English brethren. 
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The Ministry of Transport. 

On Monpay Sir Eric Gepprs made au interesting speech in 
which he pointed out the urgent necessity for some rearrange- 
ment of existing statutory obligations in the case of trans- 
port undertakings. Railways, canals, tramways and, indeed, 
all important transport businesses except motor-’ buses and tle 
street carriers are statutory undertakings ; in other words, they 
owe their origin to powers conferred by a Private Act or by 
a Board of Trade Order. The result is that they have special 
privileges coupled with special duties, and their power of 
charging fares and traffic rates is limited. Since the date of 
these statutory limitations two things have happened: the 
working costs of the railways have increased by the ratio of 
nearly three to one, and the purchasing power of the statu- 
tory fare limit—one penny per mile—has fallen to about two- 
fifths only of a penny. The result is that practically all such 
undertakings are faced with a deficit in esse or in posse Those 
which were taken over by the State in August, 1914, are re- 
ceiving a subsidy, and will continue to receive it for about 
eighteen months longer; but not all such undertakings were 
so taken over. And, in any event, even in fhe case of sub 
sidised railways, the subsidy will not last for ever. It follows 
that some revision upwards of railway rates is a necessity 
of the future if they are to escape from bankruptcy. The 
existing increases, varying from 50 to 100 per cent. accord 
ing to the nature of the traffic, must obviously be permanent, 
and may have to be increased. Sir Eric pointed this out, and 
at the same time made it clear that increased charges to the 
public must be accompanied by some increased degree of 
State control in order to ensure economy and the absence 
of wasteful competition. As regards railways, the Minister 
of Transport has already power under section 3 (1) (c) of the 
Ministry of Transport Act, 1919, to give ‘‘ directions ’’ 
which must be obeyed—as to “‘ rates, wages and working’ 
of the railways. But in the case of tramways, motor-’ buses, 
light railways, ‘‘tubes,’’ and van carriers further legisla 
tion will no doubt be necessary. 


Constitutional Currents in the Empire, 

THERE ARE observable at the present moment in the rela- 
tions of the constitutent parts of the British Empire two 
currents of tendency opposed to each other. One current is in 
the direction of separation, the other in the direction of union. 
The latest evidence of the separation tendency comes from 
Canada. The Dominion Government is seeking to have con 
ferred upon it power to amend the Constitution without 
reference to the Imperial Parliament. This power the Com- 
monwealth of Australia already possesses under its constitu- 
tion of 1900, and probably the modification of the Canadian 
Constitution of 1867 will merely confer a power similar to 
that already enjoyed by Australia. The province of Ontario 
is also contemplating a change of a more purely legal kind— 
viz., the abolition of appeals from the Ontario Courts direct 
to the Privy Council. At present an appeal may be taken 
either to the Supreme Court of Canada or to the Privy 
Council, and the same system obtains in Australia, except 
that questions of the interpretation of the Australian Federal 
Constitution can only be decided by the High Court of 
Australia unless the latter Court gives leave to appeal from 
itself, It is plain that the more restricted the right of appeal 
to the Privy Council, the more self-contained in its jurispru 
dence does the dominion which restricts that right become, 
and the more readily will an independent body of oversea law 
come into existence. From this point of view the desire of 
the Ontario Government to abrogate the alternative appeal 
to the Privy Council is, notwithstanding a certain degree of 
illogicality in the existing system, regrettable. 


The Tendency towards Union. 

As a set-off against the centrifugal tendency above referred 
to there is growing stronger a habit of recognizing the value 
of the contributions made by the overseas dominions to the 
common stock of jurisprudence in the Empire. Such a habit 
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makes for greatly strengthened bonds between the United 
Kingdom and the Empire generally. The latest illustration 
of oversea law being recognized in English Courts is afforded 
by the case of Rex v. Dymond, reported in the Times of 18th 


March. The prisoner was charged ynder the Larceny Act, 
1916, s. 29, with sending a letter demanding money with 


menaces, and without any reasonable or probable cause. The 
question before the King’s Bench Division was whether the 
jury could acquit if the prisoner believed she had reasonable 
or probable cause for the demand, as had been held by 
Tinpa, C.J., in Rey. v. Miard (1844, 1 Cox. C. C. 22 The 
Court in the present instance thought Reg v. Alrard ought not 
to be followed, and held that there was nothing in the statutes 
(original or consolidated) to suggest that any such belief on 
the part of the accused would negative the crime. This view, 
both as to the meaning of the statutes and as to Rex v. Miard, 
was taken in tue Supreme Court of Victoria in 1903, and this 
Australian was referred to with approval in Rew v. 
Dymond Crag (29 Vict., L. R. 28), where the 
following passage occurs in the judgment: —‘‘ We think that 
to entitle a prisoner to be acquitted on a charge of this kind, 
the jury should find that there was, in their opinion, reason- 
able and probable cause for the demand 


case 


see Rea Vv. 


Mining Laws of the World. 

In THE Jimes of the 22nd and 23rd inst. there appeared two 
from a legal correspondent’’ dealing with the 
‘ Nationalization of Coal Mines’’ from the legal, economic 
and social points of view. These articles, though dealing with 
the subject in extremely general terms, are worth reading 
from all points of view. The peculiarity of mghts in minerals 
beneath the surface of the earth, the divergence between 
different legal systems in their manner of dealing with such 
rights, and the importance of realizing exactly what is meant 
by ‘‘ nationalization ’’ are all touched upon in an ipforming 
way. References to the mining laws prevailing in America, 
Canada, Australia, etc., may possibly stimulate research into 
these branches of the subject. It is, perhaps, not generally 
known—or, at least, recognized—that the ‘‘claim’’ of the 
Californian and Australian goldfields has ite origin in the 
old customary mining law which still prevails in some parte of 
England. Among other interesting points the Case of Mies 
(1568, Plowd. 310) is referred to, though quite in an un- 
technical way, and an extract from the report given which is 
noticeable on another and merely incidental ground. The 
case decided that gold and silver mines belonged to the Crown 
and other metals to individual landowners. This was before 
the days of Spetman of Biackstone, and the judges who de- 
cided the Case of Mines had no hesitation in speaking of a 
landowning subject of the Crown as ‘‘ the proprietor of the 
soil.’’ Where ‘‘ there is no gold or silver the pro- 
prietor of the soil shall have the ore or mine, and not the 
Crown by prerogative.’’ One of the conclusions of the writer 
of these articles is, ‘‘ There is need of a general mining law, 
and one favourable to free mining, the oldest and still a widely 
recognized system.’’ It may, perhaps, be useful to point out 
that in the Australian States of New South Wales and 
Victoria (to mention only two) it was found necessary to 
legislate expressly with regard to the ‘‘ right of search ’’ on 
privately-owned land, and that this legislation might well 
serve as a model for new mining laws at home. The Victorian 
Acts of 1890 and 1897 (mentioned in the 7¥mes articles) are, 
however, now replaced (along with other statutes) by enact- 
ments in the consolidation of the statute law made in 1915: 
see the Mines Act, 1915 (No. 2698), 1 of the Consoli- 
dated Statutes of Victoria 


articles 


in vol 


Typewriters as Luggage. 

THE Question of the carrying of typewriting machines as 
luggage is being much discussed in the public Press at the 
present moment, and in particular the Times has given pub- 
licity to the matter in connection with one of its own em- 
ployees. The man had been a clerk, and being unable, owing 
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to wounds, to use his pen-hand, was compelled to work in- 
stead on a smal! typewriter. This he took backwards and for- 
wards every day on the Underground Kailway, carrying it in 
his hand, and not, as he might more safely have done, in a light 
bag. In accordance with a recent order of the Railway Clear- 
ing House Committee the railway servants insisted on his 
paying for this as ‘‘ merchandise.’’ Such merchandise, carried 
any distance, is chargeable 1s. 2d. each way. He was there- 
fore charged 2s. 4d. It is suggested in the Press that this 
charge is not only unreasonable but illegal; that a ‘‘ type- 
writer ’’ used by the passenger in his daily duties—not carried 
as a traveller’s sample or for sale—is a piece of his personal 
equipment quite as much as a lead pencil or a fountain pen, 
and therefore is ‘‘ passenger’s luggage,’’ and so exempted from 
charge under section 1 of the Traffic Act, 1854. Were the 
matter an open question this point would be obvious. But, 
as a matter of fact, there is at present an adverse decision on 
the point, Hastie v. Great Eastern Railway Co. (1911, 46 
Law Journal Newspaper 507), in which case a typewriter 
under praatically identical circumstances was held not to 
be ‘‘ passenger’s luggage.’’ This county court case might, and 
probably woula, be overruled’ in a higher Court. But till 
that has been done members of the public cannot be advised 
to contest the point by refusing to pay the charge, as some 
newspapers rather hastily suggest they ought todo. However, 
it seems probable that the matter will be put right by the 
Ministry of Transport. 


The Trade Marks Act, 1919. 


I. 


Tats Act received the Royal assent on the 23rd of December 
last, and it comes into operat.on on the Ist of April of this 
year (section 15). New Irade Mark Rules will at the same 
time come into force. There are two main a.terations effected 
by the Act First, under the provisions of Part I. of the Act 
there will be in future two different ki.ds of registration of 
trade marks. Secondly, Part II. of the Act contains provi- 
sions for the prevention of abuses of trade marks ; these relate 
to word trade marks used as names of articles. These two sets 
of provisions must be considered in detail. 

Registration in Part B. of the Register.—The register (in- 
cluding the Manchester Register) is to be divided into two 
parts, to be called respectively Part A. and Part B. Part A. 
will comprise all trade marks on the register at the commence- 
ment of the Act and all trade marks which after such com- 
mencement may be registered under the provisions of the Trade 
Marks Act, 1905 (referred to as the principal Act). Part B. 
is to comprise all trade marks registered under Part I. of the 
Act of 1919, that is to say, under the new provisions, and all 
trade marks entered on or removed thereto under that Act, 
for it contains provis.ons, which are noticed below, for removal 
of a trade mark from Part A. to Part B. under certain circum- 
stances. 








No alteration is made by the Act of 1919 as to the nature 
of the marks which are registrable under the principal Act. 
Subject to certain special provisions as to cotton marks and 
marks used before 13th August, 1875, it will be remembered 
that a registrable trade mark under that Act must contain or 
consist of (1) the name of a company, individual or firm re 
presented in a special or particular manner; (2) the signature 
of the applicant for registration or some predecessor in his 
business ; (3) an invented word or invented words; (4) a word 
or words having no direct reference to the character or quality 
of the goods, and not being according to its ordinary significa- 
tion a geographical name or a surname; (5) any other distinc 
tive mark (section 9). ‘‘ Mark’’ includes a device, brand, 
heading, label, ticket, name, signature, word, letter, numeral 
or any combination thereof. Paragraph (5) contained, however, 
the provision that a name, signature, or word or words, other 
than such as fall within the descriptions in paragraphs (1), (2), 








(3) and (4) should not, ‘‘ except by order of the Bocrd of Trade 
or the court, be deemed a distinctive mark.’’ Under this pro- 
vision there have been many decisions of the court relating to 
surnames and other words; it is not proposed to consider them 
now, as they are unaffected by the new Act. But the proced- 
ure in relation to an application to register a name, signature 
or word under paragraph (5) is changed by the substitution for 
the words in italics above of the words “‘ be registrable under 
the provisions of this paragraph, except upon evidence of its 
distinctiveness ’’ (Act of 1919, section 7). The effect of the 
alteration is that the special procedure under paragraph (5) 
is abolished, and all applications under it will be dealt with 
by the registrar, or on appeal from him by the court or Board 
of Trade, as in the case of applications under the other para 
graphs, but in the case of applications under it to register a 
name, signature or a word or words evidence of distinctiveness 
will still be necessary. 

Coming to Part B. of the register, the points which arise 
are—What marks can be registered in it and what are the 
rights and incidents attached to such registration? Section 2 
of the Act of 1919 provides that where any mark—the defini- 
tion of a mark is given above—has for not less than two years 
been bona fide used in the United Kingdom upon or in con- 
nection with any goods (whether for sale in the United King- 
dom or exportation abroad) ‘‘ for the purpose of indicating 
that they are the goods of the proprietor of the mark by virtue 
of manufacture, selection, certification, dealing with or offer- 
ing for sale,’’ the person claiming to be the proprietor of the 
mark may apply to have the mark entered as his registered 
trade mark in Part B. of the register in respect of such goods. 
The application is to be made to the registrar in the prescribed 
manner. (See Rule 35 of the draft new rules and the forms 
therein referred to.) The words within inverted commas 
above are taken from the definition of a trade mark in section 3 
of the principal Act, namely, that a trade mark shall mean a 
mark used or proposed to be used upon or in connection with 
goods for the purpose, etc., in the words quoted above. The 
mark must therefore have been used as a trade mark, but it 
would seem that it need not have been used to such an extent, 
either as regards area or the quantity of goods to which it has 
been applied, as to have become distinctive by reason of such 
user. The user must have been, however, for not less than two 
years, although whether that period must be immediately 
before application is not stated expressly in the section. The 
form of the prescribed statutory declaration as to user is, how- 
ever, that the mark has been continuously used as a trade mark 
since a date specified. 

Sub-section (2) provides that the registrar is to consider every 
such Application for registration of a trade mark in Part B., and 
the four grounds on which he may refuse it are stated. They 
are as follows:—If it appears to him, after such search (if 
any) as he may deem necessary, that the application is incon- 
sistent with the provisions of section 11 or section 19 of the 
principal Act; or if he is not satisfied that the mark has been 
so used as aforesaid (that is, as provided in sub-section (1)), 
or that it is capable of distinguishing the goods of the ap- 
plicant. Sections 11 and 19 deal with deceptive marks and con- 
flicting marks on the register. Section 11 prohibits the regis- 
tration as a trade mark or part of a trade mark of any matter 
the use of which would by reason of its being calculated to 
deceive or otherwise be disentitled to protection in a court of 
justice, or would be contrary to law or morality, or any scan- 
dalous design. Section 19 provides that, except by order of 
the court, or in the case of trade marks used before 13th 
August, 1875, no trade mark shall be registered in respect of 
any goods or description of goods which is identical with one 
belonging to a different proprietor which is already on the 
register with respect to such goods or description of goods, or 
sc nearly resembling such a trade mark as to be calculated to 
deceive. It will be noticed that there is no obligation on the 
registrar to cause a search to be made, but the matter is left 
entirely to his judgment. It will further be observed that the 
onus is on the applicant to satisfy the registrar that the mark 
is ‘‘ capable of distinguishing ’’ the goods of the applicant. 
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This is a new phrase in trade mark legislation, and it 


naturally will be compared with the definition of ‘‘ distinc- | 


tive’’ in section 9 of the principal Act, which provides 
that for the purposes of that section ‘‘ distinctive ’’ shall 
mean adapted to distinguish the goods of the _ pr 

proprietor of the trade mark from those of other 
persons ; and with the provision that, in determining whethet 
a trade mark is so adapted, the tribunal may, in the case of a 
trade mark in actual use, take into consideration the extent 
to which such user has rendered such trade mark in fact dis 

tinctive for the goods with respect to which it is registered 
or proposed to be registered. In the new provision the Legis 
lature has departed from the language of the old Act, which 
has been the subject of many decisions. The scheme of the 
new provision is to open the door of registration wider in 
Part B. than in Part A., and, as will be noticed later, the 
effect. of registration in Part B. is to give the registered pro 
prietor a much lower degree of protection than registration in 
Part A. gives. It may be that this is coupled with a lower or 
different standard of distinctiveness. Until the section has 
been construed by the court, however, some doubt must remain 
as to its meaning. The words ‘‘ capable of distinguishing ” 
may possibly include some reference to what the mark may 
come to mean in the future. It would seem that the registrar 
has not to find that the mark has in fact become distinctive 
by user. 

The registrar may, instead of refusing the mark, accept 
subject. to conditions, amendments or modifications as to the 
goods or classes of goods in respect of which the mark is to be 
registered, or to such limitations (if any) as to the mode or 
place of user or otherwise as he may think right to impose. 
The limitation as to place of user is new and corresponds to 
amendments now made in the principal Act. 

Every application to register in Part B. must be accom 
panied by a statutory declaration verifying the user, including 
the date of first user, and such date is to be entered on the 
register (sub-section (3)). A refusal or conditional accept 
ance is subject to appeal to the court, and, if the ground of 
refusal is insufficiency of evidence as to user, the refusal is not 
to prejudice any application for registration in Part A. (sul 
section (4)). An application, if accepted, is to be advertised 
in aceordance with the provisions of the principal Act (sul 
section (5)), and, of course, may be opposed. A mark may be 
registered in Part B. notwithstanding any registration in 
Part A. by the same proprietor of the same mark or any part 
or parts thereof (sub-section (6)). It is noticeable that the 
Act does not contain any provision that registration in Part 
B. shall not prejudice an application to register in Part A. 
It is submitted that a person may apply for and (if his mark 
is then otherwise capable of registration under the principal 
Act) obtain registration in Part A., although he has registered 
it previously in Part B. It may well be that after further 
user a mark registered in Part B. may become qualified to be 
registered in Part A. If there were not this possibility many 
would be deterred from registering in Part B. 

By section 3 of the new Act the provisions of the principal 
Act, as amended by the new Act, are, with certain exceptions 
and subject to the provisions of the new Act, made applicable 
to Part B. marks. The exceptions are set out in the first 
schedule to the Act; the more important of them are section 
9 (registrable trade marks), section 12 (application for re 
gistration), section 15 (disclaimers), section 24 (associated 
trade marks), section 25 (combined trade marks), section 27 
(assignment and user of associated trade marks), section 31 
(status of unrenewed trade marks), section 39 (rights of pro 
prietor of trade mark, except the proviso as to the rights of 
registered proprietors of the same mark), section 41 (regi: 
tration to be conclusive after seven years, except the proviso 
preserving the rights of first users), section 42 (prohibiting 
proceedings on unregistered trade marks), and section 62 
(standardisation marks). 

The Effect of Registration in Part B.—1t has been already 
stated that narrower rights are given to the proprietor of a 
Part B. mark than to the proprietor of a Part A. mark 


t 


Registration of a person as the proprietor of a trade mark in 
Part B. is prima facie evidence that that person has the ex- 
clusive right to the use of that trade mark (section 4), 


whereas the registration of a person as proprietor of a trade 


mark under the principal Act, if valid, gives such person, 
subject to certain exceptions, the exclusive right to the use 
of the trade mark upon or in connection with the goods in 


respect of which it i ind a defendant therefore in 
an action for infringement, if he wishes to and can impugn 


registered 


the trade mark, has generally to move to rectify the register. 
Section 4, however, goes on to provide that in any action for 
infringement of a trade mark entered in Part B. of the regis- 
ter no injunction, interdict or other relief shall be granted to 
the owner of the trade mark in respect of such registration, if 
the defendant establishes to the satisfaction of the court that 
which the plaintiff complains is not calculated to 
lead to the belief that the goods the subject of 
such user were goods manufactured, selected, ce rtified, dealt 
with or offered for sa ; the trade mark 
It, would seem, therefore, that the defendant may show that his 
from the plaintiff's registered trade 
there infmngement, or, 
tly, that the plaintiff has not 
the exclusive right to the use of the trade mark; for regis- 
evidence of the plaintiff 
having right, or, in other words, he may impugn the 
validity of the trade mark, but the onus is upon him. The 
plaintiff is thus in a better position than in an action for pass- 
than if registered in 


the user of 


deceive or to 


e by the propriotor ol 


mark sufficiently differ 
mark; that is to say, that 
although he has taken it e: 


s ho 


tration is only to be primd facie 


such 


ing-off, but in an inferor 
Part A 

An application to register in Part A. without any 
fresh application be treated as an application to register in 
Part B that the registrar 
may, if the applicant is willing, instead of refusing the applica- 
tion to register in Part A., treat it as an application for 
registration in Part B., and deal with the application accord- 
ingly There seems to bs a considerable probability that in 


position 


Section 5 of the new Act provides 





doubtful cases under paragraph (5) a suggestion to this effect 
will be not infrequently made 
(To he cont nued.) 


Minerals Frere Nature. 


SooNnER or later it will be necessary to determine, either by 
ievisialion Ol judicial decision, how petroieum and natural 
gas are to be treated in English law. Petroleum has only 
just been definitely found to exist in the subsoil of land im 
England, and natural gas is usually found in conjunction 
with petroleum; but both these substances exist over con- 
siderable areas in different parts of the Empire where the 
common law is in force, as, tor instance, in Canada and some 
of the, West Indian islands. Many cases concerning petro- 
leum and gas as [ound in @ natyral state have already come 
before the Canadian courts, and more than one on appeal to 
the Privy Council. Of the latter an example is Barnard- 
Argue Rolt-Stearns O and Gas Co Farquharson (1912, 
A. C. 864), where it was held that natural gas was not in- 
cluded in an exception of minerals,’’ on the true construc- 
tion of a grant of land from the Crown. The question is, how 





minerals may b 


rights of property in petroleum and gas beneath the surface 
of land are going to be regarded 

In one sense petroleum and gas are, of course, minerals— 
liquid or gaseous as well as in one 
They are entitled to be classed as 


olid, as, 
sense, water is a mineral! 
minerals if only because they are found as constituents of the 
soil berieath the surface, but it is not merely a matter of 
nomenclature. The real difficulty is this: Are petroleum and 
natural gas to be placed in the law of property on the footing 
of underground water not in defined channels, or are they to 
be placed on the footing of solid minerals like coal, &e.? It 
is a question of competing analogies, for these substances 
cannot be treated precisely like either water or coal. Ih some 


' of the State courts in America another and quite different 











of petroleum and natural gas; they have been called ‘‘ minerals’ loss of the pitch and for subsidence of the surface. 
because ‘‘ their fugitiveand wandering existence | sun vy. 
The 
Supren e Court of the United States, whilst pointing out that} v. 
these substances ‘‘ have no fixed situs under a particular por- 


nature 


jera 


within the limits of a particular tract is uncertain.” 


tion of the earth's surface within the area where they obtain,’ 
and that there is therefore ‘‘ an analogy between animals fer: 
nature and the moving deposits of oil and natural gas,’’ 


go on to base their view of the legal nature of this oi! and gas 


on an important difference between them and animals fere 
nature, viz., that the right of reducing oil and gas into pos- 


session is not vested in the public at large, but in the owners 


in fee of the surface of the land: Ohio Oil Co. v. Indiana 
(1899, 177 U.S. 190, 202, 209) The expression minerals 
ferw natura is at all events a useful analogical description, 


and certainly combines in a single con eption characteristics 
of both coal and water It is important to consider some ol 
the likenesses and differences between substances, such as coal, 
regarded as minerals and underground percolating water. 
Both coal and water beneath the surface are or may be valu 
able to the surface-owner of the land in two ways, viz., either 
as being in themselves of intrinsic value, when regarded as a 
coal mine or a source of a well, or as useful possibly essen 
tial—in supporting the surface. The property rights of the 
owner of different with respect to the 
Assuming that the mines and minerals 
have not been severed from the surface, the right of property 
c£ the owner in the coal is absolute, and his neighbour has no 
right to abstract any part of this coal. With Tespect to the 
water, the right ol ibsolute, and the 


the land are, however, 


coal and the water 


property I not 


owner of the land has in 


general no right to com 
plain if his neighbour doe (without committing an 
actual trespa on his land) draw off water by caus 
ing the water while percolating underground to leave 
its temporary sfus and flow underneath the neighbour's land. 


This is established by the leading case of Chasemore v. 
Richards (1859. 7H. L. 349) In this case Lord Wens- 
LEYDALE not only quoted and relicd on the Roman law as 
laid down in the Digest, but cited American cases and autho 


rities relating to streams of water as relevant and supporting 
his view of the English law, and Lord Cuetmsrorp also 
referred to ‘‘ the opinion of Chancellor Kenr.”’ In Chase- 


more v. Richards the water thus drawn off and lest to the 
landowner was intrinsically valuable as the source of a mill 
stream. In Popwewell v ‘Hodkinson (1869, L. R. 4 Ex. 248) 
water so drawn off was valuable as affording support to the 
surface, and it there held that the landowner had no 
right of action ; but the law on this point cannot be said to be 
settled, and it cannot be asserted that a neighbour is under 
all circumstances entitled to draw off underground water so 
as to let down the surface of the land 

This being the difference between solid minerals like coal! 
and percolating water, the question has arisen with respect to 
substances which are neither completely liquid like water, nor 
quite solid like coal. Is a substance such as running silt or 
quicksand, and a substance like pitch, to be treated as analo- 
gous to water or to coal- -to liquids or to solids ? In Jordeson 
v. Sutton, dc Co. (1899, 2 Ch. 217) the sub-surface 
stratum in question was running silt, sand loaded with stag- 
nant water, or quicksend, which readily flowed out on the 
stratum being cut through, so as to cause the surface land to 
subside. It was held that the neighbouring owner was not 
entitled to excavate and pump water near the boundary of 
land supported by the silt in such a way as to cause the silt to 
flow out and on to the neighbour’s land ; the silt was held to 
be analogous to solid soil or other minerals rather than to 
water. In Trinidad Asphalt Co. v. Ambard (1899, A. C. 
594) pitch in the Island of Trinidad was treated in the same 
way, viz., as soil and not as water. The pitch was, of course, 
more solid than silt, but, on the stratum being cut through 
close to the boundary of the owner’s land, the pitch oozed out 
and was appropriated by the neighbouring landowner, whilst 


Was 


' 
(ras 
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analogy has been called in aid in discussing the legal nature supported by the pitch was held entitled to damages beth for 


In Jorde. 
Sutton, &c., Gas Co. (supra) Lord LanpDLEy then 
Master of the Rolls) quoted from the American case of Cabot 
Kingman (1896, 166 Mass. Rep. 403), where a similar de- 
cision as to a stratum of quicksand had been arrived at. 

Now petroleum and natural gas being much more like water 
than they are like solid soil, physically speaking, it might be 
thought that the English courts would treat them, as subjects 
of property, on the footing of percolating water and not coal, 
&c., so that oil and gas might be drawn off and leave the owner 
of the land underneath which they had formerly been without 
a remedy, just as in Uhasemore v. Richards and Popplewell y. 
Hodkinson (supra). It is, however, by no means certain that 
these minerals ferw nature would be so treated. In the first 
Sutton, &e., Gas Co. (supra) has made ‘t 
very doubtful whether Popplewell v. /1odkinson is authorita- 
tive in deciding that a landowner is not entitled to support 
from water beneath the surface. As was pointed out by 
Riesy, L.J., in cases of this sort there are two doctrines to be 
considered Uujus est solum, e jus est usgue ad wferos and 
laedas, ‘* These doctrines, 
driven to their logical extreme, are irreconcilable ; some prac- 
tical limitation of one by the other has to be arrived at.’ 
Where substances like petroleum and natural gas, intrinsically 
valuable as articles of commerce, are concerned, there is a 
strong case for both maxims being modified in such a way as 
to give a landowner reasonable rights over the minerals feru 
nature beneath his land, and his neighbour reasonable rights 
in abstracting these minerals. Moreover, the landowner and 
his neighbour would have mutual and reciprocal rights and 
duties 

In view of the respect paid by English courte to American 
legal opinion on topics of the kind here discussed it seems 
likely that the case of Ohio Oil Co. v. Indiana, already re- 
ferred to, may afford the best working theory by which to 
reconcile the competing rights of adjoining landowners with 
respect to petroleum and natural gas beneath their lands. 
The physical conditions of the subsoil are thus described in 
the judgment of the Court (p. 201): ‘‘ The oil and gas are 
commingled and contained in a natural reservoir which lies 
beneath an extensive area of country, and as thus 
situated the gas and oil are capable of flowing from place to 
place, and are hence susceptible of being drawn off by wells 
from any point The result is that (p. 202): ‘‘ No one 
owner of the surface of the earth within the area beneath 
which the gas and oil move can exercise his right to extract 
from the common reservoir in which the supply is held with- 
out to an extent diminishing the source of supply as to which 
all other owners of the surface must exercise their rights.’’ 
It is laid down further on (p. 209), that the right of’ private 
property with respect to this oil and gas which is vested in 
the surface-owners is ‘‘a co-equal right in them all to take 
from a common source of supply.’’ The problem before the 
United States court was not, as it would be in England or 
elsewhere in the British Empire, to say there and then how 
this ‘‘ co-equal right ’’ could be exercised by each without 
detriment to all; the question was whether a State statute 
passed for the purpose of regulating rights in natural gas was 
constitutional, and it was held that the statute was constitu- 
tional, as ‘‘ a statute protecting private property.”’ 

Adopting the view put forward by the United States court, 
that the surface-owners have a common property in the 
minerals fera beneath the whole of their lands, 4 
British court would have to find some working compromise 
between the two maxims referred to by Riesy, L.J., in Jorde- 
Sutton, &c., Gas Co. (supra). In other words, each 


plac 2, Jordeson Vv. 


Sic utere tuo ut alienum non 


nature 


son v 


surface-owner would be entitled to a reasonable use of these 
minerals, and what was a reasonable use would be for the 
Ricsy, L.J., in pointing 
out that the two doctrines of Cujus est solum, ejus est usque 
ad inferos and Sic utere ut alienum non laedas were irrecon- 
cilable if driven to their logical extremes, thought that Pop 


court to determine in every case. 





the surface supported by it subsided. The owner of the land 


plewell vy. Hodkinson (supra) was a limitation of the right a 
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neighbour would have if the latter of these doctrines were | 

This would come | 
very near to placing underground percolating water (the 
subject-matter of Popp'ewell v. Hodkinson) on the same foot- 
ing as petroleum and gas in Ohio Oi! Uo. v. Indiana. It may | 
be that the theory of a common ownership with reasonable 
use by each surface-owner will commend itself to British 
courts as a Solution of the question with respect to water as 
well as petroleum and natural gas. Once adopted with re 
spect to percolating water, this theory would be the more 
readily applicable*to petroleum and gas when the occasion | 
arises. 








The Real Property Bill. | 
I 


The Form of the Bill.—We have alrea ly described the main 
features of the Real Property Bill (ante, p. 319). It is intended in 
the first place to simplify the transfer of land, and that is the main 
ground of its attempt to assimilate the law of real and personal 
property. If the whole of its provisions had been embodied in the 
text, the Bill would possibly have sunk under the weight of detail. 
Instead, the text is limited to the comparatively modest number of 
178 clauses, which fill some 150 pages, and the Schedules run to | 
another hundred. The question of the proper position of a | 
Schedule was much discussed before the Income Tax Commission, | 
and, as we observed last week, is referrel to in its Report. The 
feeling was that, whether called * or not, the operative 
part of a statute ought to be in the body of it. We shall not be 
surprised if there is the same feeling about the Real Property Bill 
Much of the body of the Bill is mere skeleton. ‘Thus take clause 16 
as t© settlements :—‘‘ For assimilating the method of settling land 
to that employed in settling personal estates "’; then a number of 
other objects are mentioned; and the clause ends: ‘‘ The provi- 
sions contained in the Fifth Schedule to this Act shall have effect.’’ 
And so with clause 13 as to mortgages :—‘‘For the purpose of 
securing that the legal estate shall vest or remain vested in a 
mortgagor,’’ &c., ‘‘ the provisions contained in the Second Schedule 
to this Act (under which legal mortgages are to take effect or be 
created only by demise or sub-demise) shall have effect.’’ Now, of 
course, it is vital to know what are the provisions relating to | 
mortgages and settlements, and when you have read these clauses 
you have to hurry off to the Schedules to discover what they really 
mean. This would not matter so much if the editor of Bills 
supposing there is such a person—had taken the trouble to put at 
the head of each Schedule page a reference to the number of the 
Schedule. But this quite ordinary help, which would be given as 
a matter of course in any private publisher’s book, is absent, and 
it is a slow business picking out the particular Schedule which you 
want. If in the next print of the Bill, this help could be given 


schedu les 





to the reader, we are sure it would be appreciated 1 


Then, no doubt, the Joint Committee of the Lords and Commons 
will consider whather the various matters with which the Bill deals | 
can be successfully treated in a single measure. We are aware 
that the recent tendency has been towards consolidation. Lord | 
Haznane’s pre-war Real Property Bill and Conveyancing Bill were 
finally put together in a single Bill. The present Bill is the result | 
of the union of a number of different projects of reform. It may | 
be said that they are so much in pari mafterid that it is convenient 
to place them all together. That may be so if there is general 
agreement both as to their scope and their form. But the present 
Bill has features—such as the proposals for the amendment of the 
Law of Intestacy—which are pretty certain to provoke discussion, 
and the technical machinery of the Bill is ‘el x likely to escape 
critical examination. It may be that certain of the ten Parts into 
which the Bill is divided are so interdependent that they cannot 
be separated. But this does not apply to all. It does not apply, 
for instance, to Parts V. and VI., which provide for the abolition 
of Copyhold and Customary Tenure. We have already pointed 
out that these, in logical order, are in the front of the Bill, for the 
present clause 1 assumes that all such tenures have become 
ordinary freehold. If, then, the size and complexity of the Bill 
should prevent its speedy progress, it would be an obvious assist- 
ance to pass these Parts at once, and thus at the same time effect 
@ reform on which there is, we imagine, no difference of opinion, 
and make a great step towards the simplification of the law. A 
similar course might, if necessary, be followed in regard to other 
Parts of the Bill ; but we need not pursue the subject. It will soon 
become apparent what course the Bill is likely to take, and if the ) 
whole cannot be carried, a beginning might be made with the more | 
“vital Parts. It may be added that, even if the Bill is carried in 
its entirety, a re-arrangement of statute law would at once become 
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necessary. Part Il., ‘‘ Amendments of the Settled Land Acts,”’ 
would have to be worked into a consolidated Land Act; and simi 


larly with regard to Part III., ‘‘ Amendments of the Conveyancing 


Acts *’; Part IV., ‘‘ Amendments of the Trustee Acts s and 
Part X oe Amendments of the Land Transfer Acts, 1875 and 
1897 Thus, in any case, the measure in its present form can 


be but temporary 

Assimilation of Real and Personal Property \ leading feature 
of the Bill is the assimilation proposed by clause 1 of real and 
pr rsonal property by putting real estate on the same footing, as 
regards disposition and devolution infer vivos and on death, as 
But this applies only to estates in fee simple, and 
the assimilation is expressed to be ‘ subject to and in accordance 
with the provisions of this Act so that no one can be sure of the 


| effect of clause 1 until he has made a careful study of the rest of 


the Act and has discovered how clause 1 is qualified As one 
instance-——-another is referred to below—the words may have refen 
ence to the provisions for devolution of real estate contained in 
Part IX., which repeals and re-enacts with amendments Part I 
Land Transfer Act, 1897, with regard to the devolution of 
real estate on the personal representative. Primd facie the assimi- 
lation of real estate to chattels real makes any such special provi- 
sion as t» devolution unnecessary. The object of Part I. of the 
Land /:ansfer Act, 1897, was to effect this assimilation for a 
limited purpose, and clause 1 now effects it generally The rela 
tion of this general enactment to the particular provisions relating 
to devolution on death will probably be found to deserve study 
The reader of the Bill will no doubt be struck by the omission 
in clause 1 to distinguish between land as a physical object. and 
the interests which exist in land, and it is the same with the 
definition of land in clause 175 (1), where ‘‘ land’ is defined to 
include land of any tenure and aleo easements and rights in and 
over land. This confusion, however, is firmly established in 
English law, and we do not suggest that it would have been prac 
present Bill to ignore it And similarly popular 
usage has sanctioned the terms ‘‘ freehold land "’ and ‘* leasehold 
land,’’ although the land referred to is the same object in each 
case, and it is only the rights in it which are different. But it 
is permissible to take exception to the pleonasm involved in the 
expressions ‘‘ estate in fee simple in freehold land "’ and ‘* free 
hold estates in fee simple,’’ which occur in clause 1. An estate in 
fee simple can hardly exist except in what ie popularly known as 
freehold land, and it can hardly be other than “ freehold.”’ 
Obviously it is sufficient to speak of it as an ‘‘ estate in fee 
’ without calling it also a freehold estate, and, if the term 


ticable in the 


is to be retained at all, we hope clause 1 will be amended by 

cutting out the redundant words It would be preferable, indeed, 

to drop the term altogether, and speak of ‘‘ absolute ownership 
imagine, will be done ultimately, but at present it may 


This we 
be a counsel of perfection 

It would be impracticable to attempt to follow out all the conse 
quences of this assimilation of real estate to personal. Clause 1 
applies, it seems, as much to equitable as to legal estates, though 

might be as well to make this clear. Under the Land Transfer 
Act, 1897, s. 1, it was a matter of judicial interpretation: Re 
Somerville and Turner (4903, 2 Ch. 583). Hence the rules of 
descent applicable to real estate are abolished and the way cleared 
for the new provisions as to intestate devolution both of real and 
personal estate introduced in Part VIII. So, again, fee simple 
estates will pass by assignment without words of limitation, and 
clause 1 anti ipates the express provision to this effect in clause 
24, though the latter clause sticks to’ the term ‘‘grantee,”’ which 
seems out of place. In future the purchaser or other person 
taking under a conveyance will be the ‘‘ assignee." But it should 
be noticed that clause 27 has provisions with respect to the con- 
vevance of legal estates, and this seems to be one of the cases to 
which the qualifying words of clause 1 apply. Disposition of real 
estate under that clause is subject to the provisions of clause 27 
relevant provisions of the Bill 


(To he continued ) 


and inv other 








Reviews. 


Divorce. 


tn THE Divorce Court. By F. J. Newmans, 


Romance aNd Law 
Andrew Melrose 


of the Inner Temple and Midland Circuit 
(Limited). 
This is not exactly a law book. Nor yet is it exactly a work of 
pure fiction. It consists of ten short stories which illustrate points 
in our existing Divorce Laws, but these are based on cases many 
of which will be recognized by experienced practitioners in the 
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Divorce Court. A Digest of legal terms and an Index completes 
thie very unconventional book of stories. The stories are interest- 
ing and pleasantly told in English with a distinctly literary 
flavour very unnsual in literature of this kind; the author has a 
sense Of style, and in passages here and there—especially in his 
description of English country scenes—rises to a rather high level 
of picturesque narrative. Drawing one’s bow at a venture, one 
would suggest that he is a reader of Hilaire Belloc’s essays and 
sketches, and that Mr. Belloc’s style has had a large, conscious or 
unconscious, influence on the writer The stories suffer as fiction 
from the author's requirements of his art; he has to produce at 
once probable legal situations and dramatic happenings. One o1 
two of the sketches are a trifle less interesting than the rest, but, 
on the whole, the level is very high. ‘‘ The Via Dolorosa,’’ in our 
opinion, is the best as well as the first of the sketches. We do not 
care very much for the ‘‘ Cruel Christian,’’ or ‘‘ The Reviler.’’ 
But, on the whole, this little work may be cordially recommended 
to those who wish to learn some law in a pleasant way—eo far as 
the perusal of divorce fiction can ever be other than painful to 
sensitive minds 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


ROBERTSON v. WOODILEE COAL AND COKE CO. (LIM). 
22nd March. 


WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION ACCIDENT ARISING OUT OF ‘ 
EMPLOYMENT Sertovs aNnD Witrvt Misconpucr—Appep Perrin 
Workman Licutinc His Pree ww Frery Mine—Coatr Mrynes Act, 
1911, ss. 32, 35-—-Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, s. 1 (1) AND 

2 (ce) 

A miner who was working in a coal pit where there was risk of 
explosion from fire damp knocked off work at half-time and struck a 
match to light his pipe. There was an explosion, and the man was 80 
injured that he died shortly afterwards. By the Coal Mines Act, 1911, 
the faking of matches into such a mine was prohibited, and the lighting 
of a match was an offence under a. 32 of the Act 


The widow claimed compensation, alle ging that the accident to her 
husband arose out of and in the course of his employment. 


Held, dismissing the claim, that the proximate cause of death wua 
the atriking of the match, which in the circumstances was an act pro 
hibited by statute, and added a peril which was in no way incidental 
to his employment 


Appeal by the applicant from a decision of the First Division of 
the Court of Session. The applicant's husband was a miner who worked 
for the respondents. At the customary knock-off in the middle of the 
shift, after finishing his piece, he struck a match to light his pipe. 
On his striking the match an explosion of coal gas occurred, causing 
him to suffer personal injuries, as the result of which he died. To 
have matches in the pit was an offence under s. 35 of the Coal Mines 
‘Act, 1911, and the lighting of a match was an offence under s. 32 
of the Act. The Act was in force and posted up in the colliery, and 
the prohibition against the possession and use of matches in the mine 
was known to the deceased man. The widow claimed compensation, 
and the sheriff-substitute at Dumbarton, as arbitrator, found the re- 
spondents liable and awarded the applicant £300. The respondents 
appealed against this decision by way of stated case to the First 
Division of the Court of Session, who recalled the determination of 
the sheriff-substitute. The widow appealed. It was contended, in 
support of the appeal, that in this case the workman as an incident 
of his employment was exposed tothe peril of fire damp, and that his 
serious and wilful misconduct in striking a match did not amount 
to a new and added peril, but must be regarded as the breach of a 
prohibition which merely defined how the workmen should conduct 
themselves while within the sphere of employment. Where the acci 
dent resulted in death, the serious and wilful misconduct of the work- 
man did not deprive his dependants of their right to compensation 
(he proximate cause of the accident was an explosion of fire damp, 
a risk peculiarly incidental to the workman’s employment. (See per 
Lord Atkinson in Barnes v. Nunnery Colliery Co., 1912, A. U. 44, 
at p. 50.) Counsel for the respondents were not heard. 

Lord Frntay, in moving the appeal should be dismissed, said that 
beyond all question the conduct of the deceased added peril which 
was really not incidental to the employment. In his opinion he did 


not suffer the injury from anything arising out of the employment. | 
He suffered it because he did something which was extraneous to his | 


employment, and created a danger which would not have materialised 
‘but for what he did. It was said that the risk of his employment arose 
through the gas that was there, and that it was part of his employ- 
ment to face the risk of the gas. That was perfectly true, but then 
the explosion took place owing to the fact that, with full knowledge 
of the prohibition against it, and with full knowledge of the danger 
being incurred, he ht his pipe in order to-have his sm»ke before re- 
turning to his work. This case was a typical example of the doctrine 
of added risk, which had been thoroughly established by decisions 
of their lordships’ House, and was based upon the necessity of bringing 





the case within the words of the Act in order to recover compensation, 
Something had been said by the appellant’s counsel as to whether the 
act of the deceased in striking the match was the proximaie cause 
of the accident. In his opinion no connection could be closer. ‘The 
gas was there, and when the match was struck an explosion inevitably 
resulted. The appeal failed. 

Lords Cave, Duneptn, ATKINSON and Movtton conenrrad, and the 
appeal was dismissed with costs.—CounseL, for the appellant, M. P. 
Fraser, K.C., and W. D. Patrick; for the respondents, Macrovert, 
K.C., and Harold Beveridge. Acents, Warden, Weir & Macgregor, 
8.8.C., Edinburgh ; Cormack d- Roxburgh, Dumbarton, and D. y te od 
Vole, S.S8.C., London; W. 7. Crag, Glasgow; W. & J. Burness, WS, 
Edinburgh, and Beveridge 4d Co., London. e 


[Reported by Erskine Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Court of Appeal. 


YOUNG v. THE LADIES’ IMPERIAL CLUB (LIM.). No. | 
10th March. 


Cius—Rvutes—Ricut to Exper Memper—Resoivtion or ComMirrec— 
VaLipiry—ConstTITUuTION OF MeeTINGC—FAILURE TO SUMMON MemperR 
or ComMitrer—N OTICE OF AGENDA FOR MEETING. 


Under the rules of a club its executive committee had power to expel 
a member on proper grounds by a resolution passed by a two-thirds 
majority of the members of the committee present at a mecting 
specially convened. A member having been expelled by a resolution 
passed at a meeting, no notice of which wag sent to one of its members, 
who did not attend, and the agenda of which gave no notice that the 
expulsion of eny member was contemplated, 


Held (reversing Roche, J.), that every member of the commettee 
ought to have had notice of the meeting, and of the agenda, and there- 
fore that the meeting was improperly constituted and the expulsion 
invalid. 


Appeal by the plaintiff from a decision of Roche, J. (reported 1920, 
1 K. B. 81), dismissing her action, by which she claimed (1) an in- 
junction to restrain the defendants from suspending her from member- 
ship of the club or refusing to admit her to the club, or otherwise 
interfering with her enjoyment of the benefits of membership ; and (2) 
a declaration that she was still a member of the club. The plaintiff, a 
widow, who had lost her husband at sea in the war, was elected a 
member of the club in 1912, and paid her subscriptions regularly. In 
May, 1918, after a meeting of the committee, the secretary 
wrote to her to the effect that she was asked to resign, 
owing to her having made certain unfounded charges against 
another member and her husband. By a further letter, written 
in June, 1918, the secretary informed her that her subscription 
would not be accepted for the year, and that she had ceased to be a 
member. She was subsequently refused admission to the club. By 
rule 42 of the club rules it was provided that ‘‘if the conduct of any 
member shall in the opinion of the executive committee be 
injurious to the character and interests of the club, the committee shall 
have power . . to suspend such member and to recommend her to 
resign. If such member shall not resign within a month after notice 
. the committee shall erase her name from the list of members, 
and she shall cease to be a member of the club. Provided that no 

nember can be so suspended or recommended to resign unless a resolu- 
tion to that effect shall have been passed by a majority of at least two- 
thirds ‘of the members of the committee actually present at a meeting 
specially convened for the purpose.’ The plaintiff contended that the 
decision of the committee in her case was invalid, as no notice of the 
meeting was sent to one of its members, the Duchess of Abercorn, and 
further, that no notice of the intention to propose a resolution expelling 
the plaintiff from the club was put upon the agenda. The defendants 
contended that the rules were complied with, and they were justified 
jin not summoning the Duchess of Abercorn, as she had intimated that 
owing to the calls on her time she would not be able to attend com 
mittee meetings. The other members of the committee knew the object 
of the meeting, which was stated to be ‘‘ to report on and discuss the 
matter concerning Mrs. Young (the plaintiff) and Mrs. L.’’ Counsel 
for the plaintiff admitted in argument that she could not press her 
claim for an injunction. Roche, J., held the meeting was properly 
convened, and dismissed the action. If, however, a different view 
should be taken on appeal, he assessed t..e damages at one farthing. 

Tue Court allowed the appeal. 

Lord Srernpace, M.R., said that the facts were not in dispute, and 
the only point for the Court to decide was whether the meeting of the 
executive committee, at which the appellant’s name was erased, wae 4 
properly constituted meeting. The executive committee was an im- 
portant body because, by rule 9, it had the power of electing members, 
subject to the approval of the board of proprietors, and, by rule 42, 
it had the power of expulsion. That rule provided that the power to 
expel a member might be exercised by a two-thirds majority of the 





members of the committee present at a meeting specially convened. 
There was no doubt that, with perhaps certain strictly limited ex- 
ceptions, if that were to be held to be a meeting specially convened, 
every member of the committee ought to have had notice. That was 
clearly laid down in Smyth v. Darley (1849, 2 H. L. C. 789. There seemed 
to be no doubt on the cases as to the principle. Perhaps if a member 
of a committee were at such a distance that it would be absolutely im- 
possible for him to attend, then the secretary might be excused from 
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sending notice to him and the meeting would be properly convened. | 
Possibly, the same exception might hold good when a member was so 
dangerously ill that he could not be moved. The reason given for not 
summoning the Duchess of Abercorn was that she was only a nominal 
member of the committee, who had been asked to allow her name to 
remain upon the committee, with the assurance that she would not be 
troubled in the matter. It was said by counsel that the duchess was 
a member de jure but not de facto. But even if it were proved that 
she could not attend the meeting, that would not dispense with the 
duty of summoning her. It did not seem to be proved that she could 
not have attended. The only evidence was that of Mrs. Samuel, and 
it was really her opinion that the duchess would not have been able 
to attend. here were no grounds for saying that she would not have 
attended if she had known that there was a motion to expel a member 
of the club. At any rate, she was ‘within summonable distance, and the 
fact that she had been told that she would not be troubled with meet 

ings was, in his (his lordship’s) opinion, no ground for not summoning 
her to a meeting of that kind. The judge below, in considering the case 
of a possible appeal, had assessed the damages at one farthing, and 
had said nothing as to costs. The appellant should have the costs of 
the appeal; but i thought that if the jndge below had found for the 
plaintiff he might have said that she should have no costs. The prac 

tice that costs shou'd follow the event, unless the judge gave a special 
direction to the contrary, seemed, however, to be so well settled now 
that, with some doubt, and perhaps with some regret, his lordship 
thought that she should also have her costs of the proceedings in the 
Court below. 

WaRRINGTON and Scrutron, L.JJ., delivered '_ to the same 
effect.—CounseL., W. A. Jowitt and Marz; Sir FB ume-Williams and 
(yf. A. Scott SOLICITORS, i] ingfeld d Ble uw: Aurhy, Villett. a 
Ayscough. 





[Reported by H. Lanerorp Lewis, Barrister at-Low. } 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re THOMSON’S MORTGAGE TRUSTS. THOMSON v. BRUTY. 
Eve, J. 25th February. 
Mortcace—INTEeREST—ARREARS—SvuRPLUS PROCEEDS OF SALE—CLAIM 
py Seconp MortGacgs Tro More THAN Six Years’ INTEREST—SvUM 
mons—ActTion TO Recover Interest—Reat Property Limitation 

Act, 1833, s. 42. 

A first mortgagee, exercising hia power of sale, 18 a truatee of the 
surplus proceeds of sale for the second mortgagee, and cannot refuse 
to al over such proceeds on the ground that the second mortgagee 
is only entitled to six months’ arrears of interest. 





This was a summons asking in effect whether a first mortgagee was 
entitled to refuse to pay to the second mortgagee more than six years’ 
arrears of interest out of the surplus proceeds of sale. In 1905 E. D. 
Thorson executed four legal mortgages, ranking one after the other, 
for £900, £200, £300 and £350. In 1918 the defendant Bruty, the 
survivor of the lenders on joint account of the £900, sold the property 
under his power, and after satisfying his ciaims as first mortgagee 
held a balance of about £500. The two first plaintiffs were the legal | 
personal representatives of the second mortgagee, and the plaintiff | 
Wood was a sub-mortgagee of their mortgage. No interest was ever | 
paid on the second mortgage, but no question arose under the Statute 
of Limitations, as there was a sufficient acknowledgment of the debt 
The other defendants were the legal personal representatives of the 
third mortgagee. Bruty was an assignee of this mortgage by way of 
sub-mortgage to secure a sum largely in excess of the amount owing on 
the mortgage, and was therefore in the position of the third mortgagee. 
In these circumstances, Bruty refused to pay to the plaintiffs more 
than six years’ arrears of interest, relying in support of this refusal! 
6n the Real Property Limitation Act, 1833, s. 42, 

Eve, J.—The defendant Bruty contends that as his co-defendants 
insist that he shal] not pay more than six years’ interest to the plain 
tiffs, he is bound to retain the fund and leave the plaintiffs to take 
proceedings to recover more than the six years’ interest. I do not think 
this attitude can be justified. I think he is under a statutory obliga 
tion to pay the copies to the plaintiff Wood, as the person entitled 
to the mortgaged property and authorized to give a receipt for the 
proceeds of sale thereof : see Conveyancing Act, 1881, s. 21 (3), and s 
22. If the fund were in cenrt, and the mortgagor or the defendants 
applied for payment out, it‘is, I think, clear from what was said by 
the Court of “P 1 in Re Idoyd (1903, 1 Ch., at p. 403) that the 
application would not be oamesial. Is the position of the defendants 
strengthened by the fact that the fund is not in court, or are the 
plaintiffs prejudiced by the fact that it is they, and not the defen 
dants, who come to ask for payment of the fund to them? I think 
not. Bruty’s possession must be treated as the possession of the person 
rightfully entitled to have the fund handed to him —that is, the plain. 
tif’ Wood, and on this footing this application is no more to be treated 
as an action to recover interest, within the meaning of section 42, than 
was the petition for payment ont in Edmunds v. Waugh (1 Eq. 418 
But, assuming that my view of the construction to be placed on the 
Conveyancing Act is not sound, and that Bruty, as has been argued, is 
trustee of the fund for all the subsequent incumbrancers, he is not. 
tm my opinion, entitled to withhold from any ce*tui que trust a fund | 
his title to which is unextinguished, thongh his right to recover it by 
action may be barred. The position is fundamentally different from 
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that of an executor, who may be required by a residuary legatee to 
et up the statute as an answer to a claim founded on a debt already 
barred. It is no part of a trustee's duty when a cestui que trust has 
proved his title to a share to retain his share and require the cestus 
que trust to institute proceedings to recover it. Still less where it 
to the personal interest of the trustee to withhold payment. The 
juestion remains whether, assuming Bruty to be a trustee for all the 
incumbrancers, is this application an action within the meaning of sec 
tion 42’ I do not think it is. It is in substance an action by a bene 
ficiary for the execution of a trust. Reliance was placed by the defen- 
dants on the decision in He Stead’s Mortgaged Estates (2 Ch, D. 713). 
I am uncertain how far that decision ought to be followed, since the 
judgment in He Lioyd (1903, 1 Ch., at p. 404), but, treating it as a 
binding authority in circumstances similar to those there existing, I do 
not think it has any bearing on the facts with which L have to deal in 
this case. I declare therefore that, subject to the payment thereout of 
his costs of this summons, to be taxed as between solicitor and client, 
the defendant Bruty holds the surplus proceeds of sale, and any in 
terest thereon upon trust to pay the same to the plaintiff Wood 
CounsgeL, J. A. Young; Percy Wheeler; A. M. Begg SoLicrrors, 
Faithful, Owen, Blair, d Wright; Duffeld, Bruty, & Co 
[Reported by S. E. Wittrams, Barrister-at-Law.] 


PREMIER DAIRIES (LIM ) ». GARLICK. Peterson, J. 19th February. 


LANDLORD AND TENANT—AGRICULTURAL HoLpings Act, 1908 (8 Ep. 7, 
c. 28), s. 21—Tenant’s Power or Conrractine Our 

lnder the Agricultural Holdings Act, 1908, @ tenant is prohibited 
from depriving himself of his right to claim compe neation and hia free. 
dom of cropymng and disposal of produce, but he can contract out of 
hie right to remove fixtures; that ia to say, he can exclude, and in the 
case was held to have excluded, himself from the benefits of section 21 
of the Agricultural Holdings Act, 1908, by his contract of tenancy 

Mears v. Callender (1901, 2 CA. 388) applied 

This was an action fér a declaration that, under the provisions of 
ection 21 of the Agricultural Holdings Act, 1908, certain holdings and 
fixtures erected and affixed by the plaintiffs while in occupation of 
the defendant's farm were their property, and removable by them. In 
1906 the plaintiffs took an assignment of the lease and made certain 
alterations, and added certain fixtures for which they were not entitled 
to claim compensation, but some of which came within the description 
of holdings and fixtures in section 21 of the Act of 1908, which, primg 
facie, a tenant is entitled to remove. Before the lease determined in 
1918, the plaintiffs gave notice to the defendant, the owner of the rever- 
sion, that they intended to remove the buildings and fixtures in ques- 
tion, but the defendant did not elect to purchase the same, and refused 
to allow the plaintiffs to remove them. The lease contained covenants as 
to keeping in repair, painting, &c., and a covenant to leave, surrender 
and yield up to the ewe at the end or sooner determination of the 
term “‘ all and singular the said demised premises, together with all new 


| and other buildings and erections thereon being so and sufficiently re 


paired, &c.,"’ and a!] such fixtures as are in anywise affixed or fastened 
to the freehold of the said premises, and as between landlords and 
tenants are usually considered the property of the landlord, and parti- 


| cularly the landlord’s fixtures and things in and upon the said 


premises.’ 

Pererson, J., after stating the facts, said: The question in this 
action depends ultimately upon the joint effect of section 21 of the 
Agricultural Holdings Act, 1908, and of the leases and whether there 
is not in the lease a contract on the part of the tenant that the provi- 
gions of section 21 of the Act of 1908 or of the corresponding section 
(section 34) of the Act of 1883, shall be excluded. Section 5 of the 
Act of 1908, which corresponds with section 55 of the Act of 1883, 
prohibits the tenant from depriving himself of his right to claim com- 
pensation. Admittedly, the buildings and fixtures in question in this 
case are not buildings or fixtures in respect of which the tenant can 
claim compensation, and section 5 does not apply. There is a power 
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of removal, but no right to compensation under the provisions of sec- 
tion 21. Section 26 also of the Act of 1908, which relates to freedom 
of cropping and disposal of produce, precludes a tenant from contract- 
ing himself out of that section. But there is no such provision pre- 
venting him from contracting himself out of the provisions of section 21, 
and I come to the conclusion that the tenant can exclude the provi- 
gions of section 21 of the Act of 1908 by his contract of tenancy : see 
Meare y. Callender (1901, 2 Ch. 388). Upon the construction of the 
covenant te deliver up at the end of the tenancy im the present lease, 
I am of opinion that that covenant is in direct opposition to the provi 
gions of section 21, and that as it is open to the parties to contract 
themselves out of the operation of that section, [ have come to the con 


clusion that they have in fact done so, and that the action must be | 


dismissed with costs —Counset, Roby, K.C., and W. M. Walker 
(Rayner Goddard with them); Hughes, K.C and Stafford Crossman 
Souicrrors, Ernest Bevir d Son; Evans, Rendall, & Oakeshott 


[Reported b onaep Mar, Barrister-ot-Law ] 


High Court—King’s Bench Division. 


SMITH v. BRIDGEN. 


EMERGENCY LecisLaTion—aLANDLORD AND TENANT—Recovery or Posses 
BION Dwentine - House ALTERNATIVE ACCOMMODATION " — 
Apsence or = Evipench—JcrRIspicrion—INCREASE OF LENT & 
(AmenpMeNT) Act, 1919 (9 & 10 Geo. 5, c. 90), s. 1 fe 


Div. Court. 27th February. 


Under section 1 (1) of the Increase of Rent, de imendment) Act, 
1919, justices have jurtadiction to make an order for recovery of posses 
sion of a dwelling-house, although there is no affirmative evidence 
before them of alternative accommodation available for the tenant, if 
they are of opinion that, in the circumstances, it ia reasonabl; that the 
order should he made 


Case stated by Birmingham justices 
ustices heard an application for possession under the Small Tenements 
Besovery Act, 1038 (1 & 2 Vict. c. 74), by the respondent, Arthur 
Bridgen, as agent for his wife, who was the owner of a house occu 
pied by the appellant, Joseph Smith. The ter ancy was determined by 
a notice to quit on Llth August, 1919, and the tenant had known that 
the premises were required by the landlord since 10th June, 1918 
On a number of previous occasions similar proceedings to the present 


application had been before the justices, and on two occasions warrants 
had been granted under the Act, but they had not been executed owing 
» the illness of the wife of the appellant, who had since died. The 


respondent and his wife (the landlord) were living in apartments; the 

ife was about to be confined, and they had had notice to quit owing 
to the approaching confinement of the married daughter of the owner 
of the apartments, and they could not find ether accommodation. The 
landjord required the premises for her own occupation. The appellant 
had three grown-up children (a son and two daughters), and could find 
no other accommodation. The tenant contended that before the appli 
cation could be granted there must be in existence alternative accom 
modation in accordance with the Increase of Rent, &c. (Amendment) 
Act, 1919. On the part of the landlord it was contended that there was 
no obligation on him to provide alternative accommodation, and that it 
was competent for the justices to grant the application in spite of the 
fact that no alternative accommodation was provided, if the justices 
considered it reasonable to issue a warrant. No evidence was offered 
by the landlord as to alternative accommodation, and it was not shewn 
that he had made any attempt to provide such alternative accommo- 
dation. Evidence was given by the tenant that he had tried to find 
such accommodation and had failed. The justices were of opinion that 
less hardship would be caused by the tenant and his grown-up children 
having to find other accommodation, either separately or together, than 
by the landlord not having the use of the dwelling-house for her 
approaching confinement They accordingly found that the premises 
were reasonably required by the landlord for her own occupation ; that 
they were not by lew required to see that “ alternative accommoda 
tion "’ was available; and that they were justified in issuing the warrant 
notwithstanding the fact that there was no evidence of such alternative 
accommodation. By the Increase of Rent, &. (Amendment) Act, 1919, 
section 1, sub-section (1), it was provided that after the passing of the 
Act no order or judgment for the recovery of a dwelling-house to 
which the Act cnnlles shall be made or given so long ag the tenant con- 
tinues to pay rent. . . . and perform the other conditions of the tenancy, 
unless (c) ‘‘the premises are reasonably required by the landlord 
for the occupation of himself or some other person in his employ, or 
in the employ of a tenant from him, and the Court, after considering 
all the circumstances of the case, including especially the alternative 
accommodation available for the tenant, considers it reasonable to 
make such an order or give such judgment.” 

A. T. Lawrence, J., said that the point raised in the case was 
whether the justices had jurisdiction to issue the warrant for pos- 
session, notwithstanding that there was no evidence that there was 
available accommodation for the tenant The landlord had relied 
sumply upon the special circumstances of the case in her position, 
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ind had offered no evidence that alternative accommodation existed 
It avas true the tenant had offered evidence that he could not find 
alternative accommodation, but it was very easy for a person who 
did not wish to leave his premises to give evidence of that sort. It 
had been contended by counsel for the appellant that the justices 
had no jurisdiction to make the order, unless there was evidence that 
there was alternative accommodation. He did not agree with that, as 
in his view, and on the true construction of the statute, the justices 
were entitled to consider all the circumstances of the case. In the 
present case they had considered all the circumstances, and had come 
to the conclusion that less hardship would be caused by the appellant 
and his three grown-up children having to find other accommodation 
than by the landlord not having the use of her house for her con 
finement. They had come to the conclusion, on balance, that the 
greater hardship would be imposed on the landlord by refusing the 
order than on the tenant by granting it. It was true that most of the 
reported cases had gone upon the footing that there must be evidence 
of alternative accommodation before the Court for the tenant; but.the 
point had not been so clearly raised in those cases as it had been 
on the present occasion. It was impossible to say that there was no 
alternative accommodation in the whole country. The section meant 
that alternative accommodation should be reasonably available. That 
was a question of degree for the Court, taking all the circumstances 
into consideration. The material section, down to,the middle of para 
graph (c), specified facts which were capable of proof, and must be 
proved before the order could be made, but the rest of the paragraph (- 
shewed that while it was not necessary that there should be affirmative 
evidence of existence of alternative accommodation available for the 
tenant, it wag necessary that the Court should give particular attention 
to that point and form their judgment after Saathetiog it. It could 
not be said, as a matter of law, that the Court could not make an order 
unless there was evidence of alternative accommodation. The section 
merely made evidence of alternative accommodation a relevant and 
important matter for the Court to consider. In his opinion the = 
should be dismissed, as the justices were entitled to come to their 
conclusion 

Lusu, J., and Sankey, J., delivered judgments to the same effect. 
CounseL/ for the appellant, Paley Scott; for the respondent, Harney 
Sorrcrrors, Ward, Bowie & Co., for Duggan & Elton, Birmingham ; 
W. J. Pitman, for J. Hall-Wright, Birmingham. 

[Reported by G. H. Kworr, Barristerat-Law.] 


New Orders, &c. 


Proposed New Supreme Court Rules. 


Lord Chancellor's Office, 
House ot Lords, S.W. 2 
18th March, 1920 
Notice is hereby given under the Rules Publication Act, 1883, that 
the Rule Committee of the Supreme Court propose to make the fol 
lowing Rules : 
THE RULES OF THE SUPREME COURT (COUNTY COURTS 
ACT), 1920. 
Orver LIV. 
1. Rule 12a of Order LIV. shall be amended by adding at the end 
thereof the words ‘‘ or the County Courts Act, 1919.” 
’ 2. An application under section 17 of the County Courts Act, 1919, 
for the issue of a commission, request or order to examine witnesses 
abroad for the purposes of an action or matter in a County Court may be 
made to a Master ab Chambers in the King’s Bench Division by Sum 
mons. Such Summons shall be intituled “ In the High Court of Jus- 


tice, ~y Bench Division ’’ and ‘‘In the Matter of “ action - 
ccsesenese (naming the 





matter) pending in the County Court of... 
district) holden at.................- (naming the place) between...............-- 
Plaintiff and.................. Defendant (or as the case may be."’ 


3.—{i.) Where one person has obtained a judgment or an order in 4 
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Ceuhty Court against another person and that other person has obtaine’ 
a judgment or order against the first-mentioned person in the High 
Court, any application under section 19 of the County Courts A 
1919, for leave to set off any sums or costs payable under the several 


judgments or orders shall be made to a Master in Chambers by a Sut 
mons intituled ** In the High Court of Justice numing 
the Division) Division’ and * In the Matter of nami 
the several Courts and the actions or atters in which t) ud f 


orders were obtained or made 
tended 


(ii.) The applicant shall give notice in writing of his in appli 
cation of the Registrar of the County Court in which the judgment 
order of the County Court sought to be set off or against which the set 
off is sought ‘was obtained or made. Such notice may be en | 
being sent by a pre-paid post letter addressed to the Registrar of 
County Court 

(iii.) The Registrar of the County Court sha on notice i the apy 
cation being received by him, stay execution on the judgment or orde 
obtained in the County Court, and retain any money paid into court 
under any execution or order in either of the tions or matters to abid 
the event of the application 

{iv.) The order made on th: ipplication s direct how any morte 
paid into either court is to be dealt with, and a « py of the order 
shall be sent by post by the head clerk of the Sammons and Order De 
partment to the Reyistrar of the County Court in which the judgment 
or order was obtained, who shall deal with the judgment or orde1 
obtained in that court and with any money paid into that court in 
accordance with the directions ntained in the orde1 

(v.) Where any sums are ordered to be set off satisfaction shall be 
entered for the same, and execution ther process shall issue 
in respect of the balance if any remainin pay ible from the 
under the judgment or order of which the balance is payabl 

4. Any order made on an application made under either of t 
preceding Rules shall be subject to the same right of appeal as 
other order made in an action, cause, or matt 

5. These Rules may be cited as rhe Rule f the Supreme Cou 
(County Courts Act), 1920," and rules 2, 3 and 4 shall be inserted 
Order LIV. immediately after rule 128, and sha be mn | 
tules 12c, 12p and 128, respectively, of that Order 

Copies of the above draft Rules may be obtained from la 
Chancellor's Office, House of Lords, S.W. 1 

Notice is further given that the said Rule Committee has made Pro 
sional Rules to come into operation on the Ist April, 1920, in the sam 
terms as the above draft Rules, and t mitinue in force until Rule 
have been made in accordance with the provisions the Rules Publica 


tion Act, 1893 


SOLICITORS’ COSTS IN THE MAYOR'S COUR! 


The Rule Committee of the Supreme Court has approved of the follo 
ing new Rules for costs in the Mayor's Court of London : 


158. (1) The total of any items of costs (as distinct from payments 
shall im respect of business dome after the 3lst day of Dex ember, 1919 
in any action or matter commenced in the Mayor's Court of Lond 
shall, where costs are taxable and payable on the scales of £20 and 
under £50 and of £50 and above, be mereased by 33 1-3 per centu 
and gach increase shall be allowed upon any taxetion or assessment 
costs an respect of any such business as wel! between party and pe 


as between solicitor and client 

2) Provided that this Rule shall not affect any power to direct paym 
of a fixed or gross sum in respect or in lieu of 

(3) The increase hereby authorized shall not affect the question wheth« 
a bell of costs as between solicitor and client is not less than 
aixth part of the Dill delivered, sent or left. 

(4) Provided that this Rule shall not apply to bills 
at the date when this rule comes into operation already have been 
delivered to the client sought to be charged therewith or to the persor 


uste 


moi 


of costa which have 


churgeable therewith or lable therefor or to bills already taxed and 
allowed. 
5) Rule 15, is hereby annulled except in respect of business done 


before the Ist. day of January, 1920, and except as regards those bills of 
which are excluded from the operation of this R by the last 
preceding proviso to this Rule. 

This Rule is declared urgent within the meaning of the Ru 


tion Act, 1893. and is to come into « peration on Ist A 


LIVERPOOL COURT OF PASSAGI 
NEW RULE, MARCH, 1920 

Orper LXV. 

6) of Order 65 of the Rules of the Supreme 
Court remains in force, the total in Bill of Costs of the costs as 
distinct from payments set forth m the Higher, Middle and 
Scales in Appendix M shall, in respect of business done in any action 
after the 3ist day of August, 1919, be increased by 33 1-3 per centum 
amd such increase shall be allowed upon any taxation of costs in respect 
of any such business as well between Party and Party bet ween 


costa 


Publica 


5b So long as Rule 10 
ny 
Lower 


as 





Solicitor and Client, 

Provided that this Rule shall not affect the power to direct payme 
of a sum in lieu of costs under Order LXV., Rule 12, or the power to 
allow a fixed sum for costs under Order LXV., Rule 13 (28), or a gross 
sum under Order LXV., Rule 13 (28a). 





Provided also that this Rule shall not apply to Bills of Costa which 


NEW ANNUITY RATES. 


The attention of Solicitors is called to the newly 
revised and highly favourable rates for Annuities 
now offered by the CENTURY. 

Correspondence Invited. 


SPECIMEN RATES. ANNUITY PAYABLE HALF-YEARLY. 














For each £100 of Purchase Money. 
Ave not less . 
es Females, Males. 
———— 
HO £8 10 6 £9 9 10 
65 918 6 li 2 10 
70 11 £9 10 13 8 6 
A strony, well-managed concern. Financial Times 
‘One of the most conspicuonsly prosperous Offices of the present 


News 
‘One of the best-managed Insurance Companies in Great Britain, ’— 


veneration.’ —IJnsurance 


Impressions. 


** Originality and enterprise have marked the operations of the 


CENTURY throughout its career.”—/’ost Magazine. 


CENTURY 


INSURANCE COMPANY LIMITED. 


London Office: 27, Queen Victoria Street, E.C. 4, 
HEAD OFFICE: 18, CHARLOTTE SQUARE, EDINBURGH. 





Rule mies inte operation a ready been 
ered ‘ uved therewith or to the person 
il efor, or to ‘bible the already taxed 
a certubed 
This Ruk mill come pnt peration on Ul 15th day March, 1926 
Board of Trade Order. 
PATENTS AND DESIGNS ACTS, 1907 AND 1919 
Whereas Section 1 of the Patents and Designs Act, 1919 (9 & 10 Geo 
», Ch. 80 is passed on the 23rd day of December, 1919, provides 
nat Loe Sect ! wer mntained shall be subst ed fo wn Zi of 
» Patent Designs uA 1907 (7 Edw. 7, © hereinafter re 
rred to a ipa \ct 
And whereas 5S of the Patents and Designs Act, 1919 (9 & 10 
treo, < ( oH ] jes that Section Uherein ontained ghall be 
rbetituted for Sectaon 24 i } Let 
And wi eas Section 22 of the Patents and Designs Act 1919 (9 & 
10 ¢ 9, Uh. & pro les, antler alia, as follows 
l provisions by Sections one and two of this Act substituted 
Sections twenty seven and twenty-four of ithe principal Act shail 
not come into operation until such time, mot bemg later thew one 


year after the passing of this Act as may be fixed by Order of the 
Board of Trad except so far as the provisions so substituted for the 
said Section t venty-four are by sub-section (2) of Section six of this 
Act applied to 


the pate tits therein mentioned ' 


Now, therefore, the Board of Trade do hereby order that Sections ons 
ind two of the Patents and Designs Act, 1919 (9 & 10 Geo 5, Ch, & 
hall come mio op Lio the let day of April 1920 

“ (facet 19th March 

I B | | I the Trade 
Ma \ 1919 ‘ rawle th gy rules Trade 
M Rawle 20. Dated M } 920. Statutory Rak d Order 
\ io > 

Dein Mar (lazette. Grd March 

Ministry of Food Orders. 
THE BUTTER ORDER, 192 
1. A person shal! not sell or offer or expose for sale or buy 01 offer to 
buv anv butter to which this Order apphes hereinafter called (rovern 
ment butter it, prices exces ling the maxima prices applicable unde: 


this Order 
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2. The maximum prices shall be such prices as the Food Controller 


may from time to time pe vo by notice under this Order and until 


further notice shall be the prices hereinafter provided. 
{a) On the occasion of a sale of Government butter (not being a 
sale by retail) the maximum price shall be as follows :— 
i) Lf the ‘butter be sold in bees bricks, prints or pats of 1 Ib. or 

lesa, at the rate of 2s. 54d. r lb 
(ul) In amy other case at the rate of 2s. 5d per ib 
(6) The maximum prices fixed by this clause are fixed on the basis 
that the cost of packing and packages and the cost of delivery to the 
buyer's premises are included im the price 


4.—{a) On the occasion of a sale to which clause 5 applies, the terms 
of sale stall be at the seller's option either 
(1) payment before delivery, with discount at the rate of 5 pet 
cemt per annum for two montis ; 
(") payment within 7 days of date of invoice with discount at the 
vate of 5 per cent. per annum for two months 
(iii) aor after 7 days of date of invoice with discount at 
the rate of 5 per cent per annum for the unexpired portion of two 


months and 3 days from the date of invoice 

(b) For the purposes of this clause ‘ 
date of dispatch of the goods to the buyer, or the date borne by the 
invoice whichever shall be the jater, excepting in cases where butter 
detained pending buyer's instructions, in which case it sha!l mean the 
date when the goods were ready for dispatch to the buyer 

5.—(a) On the occasion of a sale by reteal of any Government butt: 
the maximum price shall be at the rate of 2s. Sd. per lb., except that 
in calculating the maximum price chargeable on any sale any broken 
halfpenay inchuded in the maximum price sheil count as a halfpenny 

(b) No charge may be made for packing, packages or giving credit 
but if the butter is delivered at the buyer's request, otherwise than at 
the seller’s premises, an additional charge may be made for such delivery 
not exceeding a sum at the rate of $d. per |b., or amy larger sum actually 
and properly paid by the seller for carriage 

6. On the occasion of a sale of any Government butter, the seller shall 
deliver to the buyer an invoice stating accurately the description of the 
butter as Government butter, the price charged and the quantity sold, 


and the invoice sha!l also state whether the butter is sold in primts, pats, 
provided that no such anvoice 


bricks or rolls of 1 db. or less or otherwise ; 
need be given upon the occasion of a retail sale unless the buyer demand 
the same 

7. A person shall not blend or mix for sale any Government butter 
with any other butter or sell or offer for sale any butter which has been 
go blended or mixed 


8. A person shew 


date of invoice *’ shal! me 


not m comnection with any mile al disposit nh or 


proposed sale or disposition of butter, enter or offer to enter imnto any 
artificial or fictitious transaction or make or demand any unreasonable 


charge. 
9. Nothing in this Order shall apply to the sale of any butt by a 

caterer in the ordinary course of his business 4s part ef a mea 
summary offences against the 


10. Infringements of this Order are 
| e of the Realm Regulations 
This Order shall apply to butter 
paeahen or imported) distributed under the Butter (Distribution) Order 
1917. or otherwise by or under the authority of the Food Controller 
12. The Butter Order, 1918, as amended, is hereby revoked as on the 
lst February, 1920, but without prejudice to any proceedings in respect 


(whether made in the Unsted 


of any contravention thereof 
13.—(a) This Order may be cited as the Butter Order, 1920 
(b) This Order shall come into force on the lst February, 1920 
(c) This Order shall not apply to Lreland 
30th January 


ORDER (AMENDING THE BUTTER ORDER, 1920 
In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence ol 
the Realm Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that 
behalf, the Food Controller hereby orders that the Butter Order, 1920 
(supra, S.R. & O., No. 117 of 1920) (hereinafter called the Principal 
Order), shall be amended as follows: 


1 (a) In sub-clause (i) of Clause 3 (a) of the Principal Orde r the 
words ‘‘ 2s. 9d. per Ib.”’ shall be substituted for the words ‘‘ 2s. 54d 


per lb.”’ 
(b) In sub-clause (ii) of Clause 3 ‘a) of the Principal Order, the words 
‘2s. 84d. per lb.”’ shall be substituted for the words “2s. Sd. per lb.” 
(c) In Clause 5 (a) of the Principal Order the words ‘3s. per bb. 
shall be swhstituted for the words * 2s, 8d. per lb 
2. Copies of the Principal Order hereafter to 
authority of His Majesty's Stationery Office shall be printed with the 
amendments provided for by this Order, and the Principal Order shall, 
as to sub-clause (@) and (+), on and after the 16th February, 1920, and 
as to sub-clause (c) on and after 23rd February, 1920, be read ond 


take effect as hereby amended 
17th February 


be printed under the 
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Societies. : 
Solicitors’ War Memorial Fund. 


The following donations. which, 


been received or promised 
Amounts ssadeal from country solicitors are so marked; the 
mainder are from London solicitors. 


. ° L . 
Withers, Bensons, Currie, Williams & Co 210 O 
Maples & McCraith, Nottingham “31 10 
Freeth, Rawson & Cart wri ght, Nottingham 26 5 
Martin & Sons, Notting cham 2 5 
Derby Law Society ‘ : : 2% 5 
Enfield aml Son, Nottingham 25 0 
Thorpe, Perry & Ford, Nottingham . 2 0 
Warren & Allen, Nottingham 25 0 
Few & Co < 25 0 
Vallance & Vallance , 21 0 
B S. Wright & Cursham, Nottingham ms — 
furner, Barrows & Moss, Nottingham ; 21 0 
Acton & Marriott, Nottingham ‘ in a oe 
J. & A. Bright, Nottingham 21 0 
Parr & Butlin, Nottingham 21 O 
Mills, Lockyer, Mills & Evill 21 0 
J. A. Simpson, Nottingham ro a) 
Tulin & Co., Nottingham 20 0 
Wellington Taylor ; 15 15 
R. Barber, Notting ham ‘ — a 
Ransom and Hutton. Nottingham ... 10 10 
Rothera & Sons. N ttingham a 10 10 
J. E. Alcock, Nottingham. bach , 10 10 
Bryan & Armstrong, Nottingham ‘ , 10 10 
A. H. Blundell... oe é —«- aa 
A. W. Bowman, Carlisle ; P ; 7 10 10 
Faithfull, Owen & Fraser ‘ > ‘ 10 10 
W. Whitelock, Birmingham 4 10 10 
W. Arthur Coleman, Leamington ; om Se 
Cyril Eade sid ead 10 10 
Robt. Pybus, Newcastle-on Tyne ah << Je 
G. E. Wilkinson, Newcastle-on-Tyne a . 1010 
S. Morse & A. V. Morse ; : . 10 10 
Moody & Wo lley, Derby . . mw 
W. J. Stuart, Hull 10 10 


REGISTERED UNDER THE WAR CHARITIES ACT, 1916.) 


with those already acknowledg ged 


bring the amx unt of the Fund up to a sum of £44,122 1s. Od., hay * 


re 


eed tll 1-1-1 1-1-1 1-7-4 











Fidelity Bonds. 


BONDS TO THE HIGH COURT 
FOR 
ADMINISTRATORS, RECEIVERS AND TRUSTEES. 








Apply for Rates to— 


Western Australian 


Insurance Co., Ltd., 
45-47, Cornhill, E.C. 3. 


£750,000. 
£1,500,000 


Assets exceed 
Claims paid exceed 





Also for particulars of 


| Maximum Life Assurance 
at 


Minimum Cost. 











Just before 9.30 o1 Wednesday morning, during the usual hokl-up of ' 
the traffic at, Stamford-street, Blackfriars-road, a poor woman carrying a 
child, and accompenied by a little boy, greeted « mam in a prison van 
which ‘had halted, with “ Are you there, dad’?’’ A gruff voice answered 
* Yes,” and the woman replied, “I am here. 


Support the Western Australian Insurance 
Company and it will reciprocate. 











Correspondence invited. 
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£ s. d. 
Charles & Malcolm, Worthing . . 1010 0 
J. J. Spencer, Nottingham 10 0 0 
Browne, Son & Jacobson, Nottingham 10 0 0 
Hunt, Currey, Nicholson & Co., Lewes 10 0 0 
Burton & Briggs, Nottingham 9 9 0 
Thomas Davies Jones 73 2 
Chatwin & Co., Nottingham 60 0 
F. J. Fraser , . 9 5 0 
Wm. Bentley, Birmingham 5 5 0 
Rowntree & Ritson, Oldham 5 5 0 
F. Allcock, Bottingham 5 5 0 
A. G. Whitworth, Bottingham > 5 0 
F. D. Fenwick, Newcastie-on-Tyne (additional) 5 5 0 
©. Gostling, Hove .. a 5 5 0 
J. & W. H. Salt & Son, Derby 5 5 0 
A. Cave Bemrose, Derby 5 5 

re) 


5 
W. Hollis Briggs, Derby } 
J. T. Wykes & Francis, Derby >» 5 O 
M. Attwood, Derby » 5 0 
Cliffords, Derby P 5 5 0 
Robotham & Co., Derby : 5 5 0 
Fredk. Holmes, Lewes 5 5 0 
J. R. Roberts, Newcastle-on-Tyne 5 5 O 
> 


Wilfrid S. Knight, Tring 5 0 
Wm. F. Johnson En 5 5 0 
Harry B. Piper, Worthing 5 5 0 
S. M. Woodrow, Leicester : 5 0 0 
£. W. Smith, Epsom 5 0 0 
B. Kent, Portsmouth 5 0 0 
C. H. Izod ‘ 5 0 0 
H. M. Leman, Nottingham 415 0 
2. A. Bennett, Plymouth 3.3 0 
G. Colbourne, Brighton 3 3 0 
Gadsby, Coxon & Nadin, Derby 5.3 0 
Whiston & Sons, Derby 33 0 
E. W. Bennett, Worthing 5 3 0 
Blaker & Son, Lewes ; 33 0 
Fredk. Howarth, Son & Maitland, Bury 33 0 
E. M. Rollinson, Uckfield 220 
Oliver W. Holt, Manchester 2 20 
Halse, Trustram & Co. ae 23 6 
C. K. & G. R. Eddowes, Derby 220 
N. N. Marsh, Worthing . =. @ 
R. E. Bruce, Beal _... i 200 
Capt. W. C. Linay, Sheffield ss 
Harold L. Roberts, Briton Ferry 110 
J. H. Hill, Halifax a 110 
G. D. Crowther, Plymouth... jn 
N. J. Bickle, Plymouth ee 
Joseph Hunt, Northallerton . 3 ¢ 
Edmund Spencer, Birkenhead Eis? 
Harry Cordwell om 1 10 
G. T. Terry, Belper 2 ¢ 
C. G. Heny, Matlock 1 190 
H. V. Moore, Duffield  s 
W. T. Metcalfe, Hawes, Yorks : 24 





The Annual Report of Dr. Waldo, 
the City Coroner. 


In ‘the City of Lendon, including (H.M, Privon at Holloway, mquests 
were held in the case of 158 deaths, as conmpared with 132 in 1918. In 
the Borough of Southwark, inquests were held in the case of 197 deaths, 
as compared with 177 in 1918. These figures give an excess of forty 
ix inquests as compared with those held in 1918. In addition to those 
deaths resulting in inquest, seventy-nime investigations were made by the 
coroner which rendered public inquest unnecessary. Post-mortem 
examinations were ordered in 85 per cent. of inquests held. The large 
majority of deaths were due to accident or violence of those dying in 
hospitals—comparatively few deaths being the result of natural causes. 

Forty-four fatalities were due to vehicles, of which number nineteen 
occurred in the City and twenty-five in Southwark. As suggested in 
former reports, the three chief preventatives continue to be :—(1) More 
street. refuges—especially in Southwark; (2) more police at fixed cross 
ings to assist children and other foot-passengers across congested streets ; 
and (3) side life guards fixed compulsorily in all heavy commercial 
motors, similar to ‘those in use on motor omnibuses ‘ 

Inquests were held on ‘the bodies of three infants, accidentally suffo 
cated whilst in bed with their parents, as compared with seven such 
deaths investigated in 1918. There has been a marked decrease through 
out England and Wales during the past few years in this class of death 
For instance, the numbers in 1913 were 1,176, as compared with 585 in 
1917. Dr. Waldo attributes this decrease chiefly to the greater use of 
cots and cradles by the poor as well as to the large and increasing number 
of autopsies ordered by coroners, by which means many of these deaths 
are proved to be natural ones. Drink, in the coroner’s opinion, has little 
to do with these cases. ; 





EQUITY AND LAW 


LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
18, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C, 


ESTABLISHED 184. 
DIRECTORS. 
Chaiyman—John Croft Deverell, Esq. Deputy-Chairman—Richard Stephens Taylor, Eeq. 
James Austen-Cartmell, Esq. Wiliam Maples, Esq. 
Alexander Dingwall Bateson, Esq., K.C Allan Ernest Messer, Esq. 
John George Butcher, Esq., K.C., M.P. The Rt. Hun, Sir Waiter G. F. Phillimere 
Edmu).d Church, Esq. Bart., D.C.L 
Puilip G. Collins, Esq Sir Ernest Murray Pollock, K.C., K.B.E., 
Harry Mitton Crookenden, Esq. M.P. 
Kobert William Uibdin, Esq. 
Charlies Baker Dimund, Eaq 
John Roger Burrow Gregory, Eeq. 
L. W. North Hickley, Esq. Francis Minchin Voules, Beq. 
Archibald Herbert James, Esq. Charlies Wigan, Esq. 
FUNDS EXCEED - - $5,000,000. 
All classes of Life Assurance Granted Whole Life and Endowment Assurances 
without profits, at exceptionally low rates of premium, 


W. P. PHELPS, Afanager. 


Charles R. Rivington, Esq. 
Mark Lemon Romer, Esq., K.C 
the Hon. Sir Charies Russell, Bart. 





Touching the subject of anesthetics, inquests were held w only six 
cases (two in the City and four in Southwark) on those whose sudden 
death was accelerated by the administration of anesthetics for surgical 
operations. In five of these cases the drug given was chloroform—the 
most deadly anesthetic known. The sixth death was due to ethyl 
cloride. The coroner significantly adds, It is a noteworthy fact that 
in nearly every instance of this ches of case coming before me during the 
last 185 years, death has been attributed either to chloroform or to a 
mixture containing chloroform. ‘These deaths, however, have happily 
considerably diminished in frequency of late years, owing largely to the 
greater care and skill used in the administration and discrimination ex 
ercised in the choice of the particular anwsthetic given.’’ Dr. Waldo 
recommends that a scientific inquiry into the whole question of anasthe 
tics and their administration be undertaken by the Medical Research 
Committee, which would, he believes, be the means of saving many 
lives nowadays unnecessarily lost. At present, the only investigation 
into this class of death is made by the coroner sitting with or without 
a jury 

With regard to non-fatal fires, Dr. Waldo has inquired into the cause 
and circumstances of 167 such under the unique City of London Fire 
Inquests Act, 18883. The fires reported number thirty-three more than 
those of 1918. However, the number of big, serious conflagrations con 
tinues to decrease. Public inquests were held before the coroner by a 
jury concerning four non-fatal City fires. Dr. Waldo continues per 
sonally to investigate, on the spot, all the more important of the fires 
reported to him, which practice, he says, is of great importance in the 
elucidation of their origin and prevention. Thirteen of the fires investa- 
gated were due to detective electrical arrangements, and upwards of 
one-third of the total number of fires reported were caused by “ a light 
thrown down.”’ Dr. Waldo again suggests that the Citv Fire Act 
should be extended to his jurisdiction in Southwark R 

With regard to the war measure known as the Juries Act. 1918. aimed 
at the saving of time of business men acting as jurors, and excusing such 
service save in suspected cases of murder and manslaughter, deaths in 
prison, and in a few other cases, Dr. Waldo makes the following obser 
vations : ‘‘ The war being now practically over, there is no longer a 
shortage of jurors, and | personally think it would be in the public 
interest if the power to hdld coroner's inquests without a jury be done 
away with, and a return made to the pre-war uniform, constitutional 
and popular method of sitting with a jury in all cases. In the City 
there is no lack of highly intelligent jurors able to follow and appre- 
ciate the evidence, and ready to give valuable assistance in the adminis 
tration of justice. Altogether, I am of opinion that a fairly intelligent 
jury, assisted and directed by a coroner, is a far better tribunal for 
the elucidation of truth than a coroner unassisted by a jury.’’ From 
this it would appear that the summoning of a more educated class of 
juror, whenever possible, is desirable, rather than the doing away of 
juries. The jury being members of the public enhances the value of 
the inquest, making it an important safeguard to life and property 
The greatest asset of the coroner’s court is its publicity, which acts as 
a deterrent to crime and as an aid to the detection of guilt, and at the 
same time as a protector of the innocent 


The League of Nations. 


ORIGIN OF THE COVENANT 
1} following letters were published in the Times of the 20th and 


Sir Mi Lloyd (George in his speech of yesterday made one state 
ment which in the interests of historical accuracy it may be desirable 
to correct He said that “‘ the very draft ’’ of the Covenant of the 
League of Nations ‘‘ was prepared for the British Government by 
General Smute That is not so. The question of the League was first 
brought before the British Cabinet by Lord Robert Cecil in a paper 
prepared in 1916 and presented to the Imperial War Cabinet in 1917. 
It contained a very rough sketch of what are now Articles XV. and XVI. 
of the Covenant. A Committee, presided over by Lord Phillimore, was 
appointed by the Foreign Office to consider these proposals, They pre- 
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sented a Report in 1918, which contained a draft convention, including 
the general substance of those parts of the Covenant which are directly 


concerned with the settlement of international disputes. Those decu 
ments were communicated to the Government f the United States 
There were further discu ns in the Cabinet on the subject, and in 
November Genera Smute circulated | brilliant paper which was 
alter irds publi el In it he sdopted the pr osals of e Phillimore 
Committee, and added to them much that was exceedingly valuable, 
especially the principle of mandates which he proposed to apply to the 
Central European States. At the same time a much shorter paper on much 
tive ame line except as to mandates vas rceulated by the F reign 
Office. At Paris the League of Nations S of the British Delega 
tion prepared a draft conventior This was the first draft prepared for 
the British Government Later, President Wilson prepared a draft 
of his owt Chis draft it was o hich tl League of Nations Commis 

n worked md much of its phraseology s still embodied in the 
Covenant it ! doubt true that it conta the same ideas as are 
to be found in the Smut pamphlet and the Phillimore Report t! 
modifications and addition D.C. L 

19th Mar 

su I as i ‘ ! ur tase t ti 2th the leiter Zwned 

DC. L whi rrectly states the or of the first draft of the 
Covenant of the League of Nations 

I shall always be proud { the part ! h I have beer ible t take 
in this matter; but it is now time that the other members of the Com 
mittee over which I presided should hay their meed of honour 
There were three distinguished members the Foreign Office—Sir Eyre 
Crowe, Sir W ' I'vrre wd Mr. C. J. B. Hurst—and three distin. 
yuished historia: Profs r Pollard Sir Julian Corbett und Dr 
Holland Lowe and e had the as Lance f Myr Alfred Kennedy, the 
gon of my old friend, the late Lord Juatic« & secretary 

PHILLIMOR: 
Cam Hous (amy » Ha WV ord Ni 


The Function of a University 
School of Law. 


In the PI « Theatre of the Livery University, on the L6th inst 
says the Liverpool Courier, Professor W. Lyon Blease, LL.M., Queen 
Victoria Professor of Law in the University, delivered an inaugural 
lecture on Che Function of a University School of Law Mr. J. W 
Alsop, B.A., Pro-Chancellor, presided, and the attendance included 
members of the Univer ity Council, Senate, and Faculty f Law, and 
members of both branches of the legal profession 

Legal education in Er gland Professor Blease sid, dated or ly trom 
the middle of the nineteenth century For the most part it was atill 
primarily professiona nd not scientific, It was the duty of the 
University school to teach law scientifically, to produce not so much 
knowled f the la is a legal habit of mind, and by presenting law 
historica r Wing und «developing in accordance: ith social 
changes, to keep always before its students the ends for which law 
exist Undoubtedly a good professional school, by tea hing some sub 
pects of practi il importance the law of contract, for instance—did pro 
duce legal common sens But, on the whole. such a echool tended to 
overwhelm the mind of tl student with technical details, instead of 
enabling it to apply general principles to particular facts English pro 
fessional lawyers the sos of reported « uses ehewed, were reluctant 


ae the cl 
to expound the law in bold generalizations, with the result that the law 
was more obscure and was less easy to develop than it need be his 
was a fault more obvious in English lawyers than in others. Other dan 
gerous tendencies seemed to be common to fhe profession in all coun 
tries—-an excessively timid conservatism, and a tendency to forget that 
it was the duty of law to conform to life, and not the duty of life to 


conform with law \ purely professional training, ignoring past growth 
and laying equal stress upon all existing rules of law, aggravated these 
tendencies A University school by dealing with general principles, 


by teaching the connection between law and morals, law and political 
economy, law and political science, and by shewing how legal institu 
tions had grown in the past, would keep the mind of the student open. 
He would approach his mass of technicalities with a more critical and 
selective mind and with a greater flexibility than if he plunged straight 
into the working system of contemporary law [t was as producing this 
sort of mind that even the study of Roman law was useful. Even if it 
was true that not much remained to be done in the way of making new 
law in England, there was still much to be done in the way of applying 
the legal habit of mind to the problems of public administration, Im- 
perial organization, and international affairs. Arbitrary power was 
never more arrogant than now, and law, the regulation of power in the 
interest of the whole community, was never more necessary. It was 
the prime function of a University School of Law to produce that habit 
of mind in its students, lay as well as professional 


The Acting Agent-General for New South Wales is inviting fresh 
applications for the Chair of International Law and Jurisprudence in 
the University of Sydney, at the increased salary of £1,100 per annum. 


Messrs. TrotLore have sold by private treaty the old-fashioned free 
hold residence, No. 24, Buckingham-gate, which they offered to auction 
in July last. 





THE BRITISH LAW 


INSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED, 
5, LOTHBURY, LONDON, E.C. 2. 
(with Branches throughout the United Kingdom). 


FIRE, FIDELITY GUARANTEE, 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 

BURGLARY, THIRD PARTY, MOTORS, LIFTS, BOILERS, 

PROPERTY OWNERS’ INDEMNITY, LOSS of PROFITS 
due to FIRE, GLASS BREAKAGE, LIVE STOCK. 


Gentlemen in a position to introduce Business are invited to undertake Agencies 
within the United Kingdom. 


DAVID M. LINLEY Manager. 


Law Students’ Journal. 


Law Srupents Desarine Soctery.—.At a meeting of the society held at 
the Law Society's Hall on Tuesday, 23rd day of March, 1920 (chairman 
Mr. C. B. Tuson), the subject for debate was a moot as follows :—‘ A 
defamatory statement is published by means of a gramophone record 

meerning Mr. A. B. Can A. B. recover damages for such statement 

ithout proving special damage?’’ Mr, H. G. Meyer opened in the 
affirmative. Mr. J. H. G. Buller seconded in the affirmative. Mr. L 
Peppiatt opened in the negative. Mr. R. Oliver seconded in the nega- 
tive Che following members also spoke: Messrs. Baron, Johnson, 
Pleadwell, Strellett, Harby, Anderson, Clark, Fox-Andrewes. Mr 
replied, the motion was carried by five votes. There were 
hteen members present 


Buller having 


Legal N ews, 


Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions, 


Freperick Pace Rose and Cirement Lovis Bortssow, solicitors 
Bloxam, Ellison, & Co.), 1, Lincoln’s Inn-fields, London, W.C. March 





17 {[Gazette, March 23. 
General. 
In the House of Commons, on Wednesday, Dr. Addison, in reply to 
Mr. Lann, said the Government had accepted the principle on which the 
ecommendations of the Commititee who inquired tnto the Poor Law in 


1917 ere based, but he was not yel m a positaon to say when the 
necessary legislation to give it effect would be imtroduced. Mr. W 
maby-Gor Is it like y to be this Session’ Dr. Addison: I hope 80 
The famous ruined Abbey of Whitby is to be handed over to the 

Arrangements for the transfer were completed at a con 
ferencé which took place within the precincts of the ruins on Saturday 
between the Hou. Mrs. Tatton Willoughby, owner of the Abbey, with 
her legal adviser, and representatives of the Yorkshire Archzological 
Society and the Commissioners of Works. The boundaries of the 
land to be included in the gift were also practically settled. Whitby 
Abbey stands on a cliff 200 ft. high, and it is hoped that prompt steps 
will be taken to ensure the safety of the more exposed portions of the 
ruins. The beautiful western doorway suffered irreparable damage by 
shell-fire during the bombardment by a German cruiser in 1914. 

In the House of Commons, on Tuesday, Major Baird, Under-Secretary) 
Home Office, replying to Vicountess Astor, who asked whether the Home 
Secretary was aware of the urgent need of am alteration in the marriage 
laws to make it legal for @ woman to marry her deceased husband's 
brother ; and whether, in view of the great number of cases at the present 
time im Which a man was anxious to marry the widow of a brother killed 
in the war and to care for her children, the Government would introduc e 
the necesswry legislation to equalize the treatment of the sexes ») 
removibg the barrier to these marriages, as had already been done in the 
paralle! case of marriage with « deceased wife's sister, said :— My right 
hon. friend has no information to shew that this question ts specially 
urgent. and he fears that he cannot undertake to introduce legislation on 
the subject. Viscountess Astor: I will give the right hon. gentlema! 
plenty of information to show that is is very desirable. 

In the House of Commons on Wednesday Sir E. Geddes, questioned 
by Mr. W. Thorne and Mr. H. Gritten as to why the railway rates for 
bicycles and tricycles accompanied by engers had been twice raised 
withim a period of twelve months, so that, instead of the towest pre-wat 
ate of 6d. for a bicycle and 1s. for a tricycle, the minimum charges 
were now 1s, 2d. and 3s. 9d. respectively, referred to the answer given 7 
a similar question put by Mr. T. Thomson on March 15, and ented ; 
have arranged that a deputation from the Cyclists’ Union shall be 
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received to-morrow. Mr. Gritten asked why, in spite of the pledge that 
the rates ahould not be raised, the Rates Advisory Committee had had the Court Papers. 


question before them and had persistently refused to hear witnesses from 

















‘ h 7 ~ 
the ores hyn Chub, and whether the right hon. gentleman could oupre me Court ol Judicature, 
see his Way to restore the original minimum distance and charge. Sir E ROTA oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
Geddes replied that the Rates Advisory Committee had discretion, and — EMERGENCY APPKAL COURT sir. Justice Mr. Justhe 
he had no authority over them. After he had seen the deputation the RoTa No. 1 EVE SaR@ant 
morrow the would do whatever he could to meet them. Sir H. Brittain Mcnday March 29 Mr. Synge Mr. Joliy Mr. Farmer Mr. Church 
ae hers of th j Cf ‘ beg . EK. Gedd Tuesday uu) Bloxam Synge Jolly Farmer 

Are any members of the Advisory Committee cyclists’ Sir EB. Geddes: | wednesday ' Rosser Bloxam Synge Jolly 
Se far as I know not professional cycliste Tharsday Apri Goldschmidt Korrer Bloxam synge 

Mr. Arthur Lawton, of 1, King’s Bench-walk, Temple, writing to th Des Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice P.0, Mr. Justice 
Times of the 19th inst., on the subject of procedure by Petition of Right, | _ ASTBU KY PETERSON, LAWRENCE RUSSELL. 
says: The procedure is archaic, and it certainly seems high time | Monvay Mat » Mr, Goldachmidt; Mr. Bioxam Mr. Leact Mr. Beever ; 
ca ; ‘ ee — 5 Teont , 2 . ee ae | luesday aoee & Leach beorrer Church Goldschmidt 
either to wbolish it altoge t ~ r at lea to bring it abreast of Nabhan’ a ches Sosdechmidt Sesanee Leash 
times. Parliament has not been ogical in. considering the remedies | jhursday April 1 Farmet Leach Jolly Chureh 
of sulpjects against Departments of the Crow: It is difficu t, fo I Faster Vacation w o nee on Friday, the 2nd day of April, 1920, and 
example, to understand why, by the statutes creating their offices, the | terminate on Tuesday, the 6th day of April, 1920, inclusive 


\limister of Reconstruction and the Mimister of Health may sue or be | - ' _—____— 

sued in his official name, whilst so useful a provision was omitted fr ; 

the Acts creating the Ministry of Labour and the Ministry of Food W d N 

Again, it is a little anomalous that this convenient procedure was enacted in ing up otices. 
MINT STOCK COMPANIES 


in relation tu the Secretary of State for War, by the War Departmen: 





Stores Act of 1867, to decide disputes regarding military et MANCERY 
the Minister of (Munitions *s given no such power or right Now that : ‘ ar", ene: ' = : re April 17 
Government Departments come into close, daily contact with the business | ¢ ; a ieee : “ . Bee wesnigpe sed éinitne 
world, it would seem absurd that they shoukl shelter behind the Throne | t 5 G { t bung Lee rin 
wher subject . seek to enfor ea re med \ short Ac 1 rf Parii ime | ‘ 6, . : . . 
void remove ‘the difficulty to the disadvantage of no on A cheap and | ° on cae ot Be see phe 
sp edv nethod of redress where injury is done % tld save mu { e | t r« i’ ira 0 Edmund-st 
md expense in these days, when every su A . he h s ib ; 
mportance.” 74 a pat : dehtn ef cles. tn 
At the Central Criminal Court, on the 16th inst., the Common Serj Simit t Caledonia Mill © 
Mr. H. F. Dickens, K.C.) referred to the us f the cat P 
punishment for crimes of robbery with violence The Commoh Se - st ite , om a 
jeant said : Some question has been raised of late about the us e the c = mei : he yor claims, to 
“cat.”’ IT want to point out the real reason for giving the “ca . om ( t re April 5, to 
It is not for the purpose of reforming the man to whom , ‘ lt > r claim 
" . . law Mill (x 
cat he is generally a brut You do not give him the it s | ' : B 
he falls within that category There are cases whe luckily ' | s Mia Co ’ 
diminish crime by treating first offenders in ha Vv as f f t ‘ a, t 
them. and by reforming the particular person you so diminish crime ng Matos Go oper See ‘ April 20. to 
But in many cases you cannot reform a particular individual, and their na and acl and 1 : ft dcbts oe cléims 
therefore, it is essential that you should deter him a el th | \ Cond, 24.Sout Hall ¢ 8 wn. Liquidator 
and so prevent crime. In the case of persons who commit robb | “t ' rt April = to - 
violence imprisonment has little effect, but whipping has a great dew bert J. 8 \ H Old Br we 
I fail to see how it can be said to be brutalizing to flog a cruel and | Kixe 8 + Oo., Lrp..-Crediters are required, on o1 re A wend 
callous brute in order ta prevent other brutes from = attackir and | - a ae ee : debts or chaame, to 
. . T an i r Wool etor l rene ! er y Kin Sninnin 
robbing peaceful and law-abiding members of the community Th PO gg OR gg eet Thr gg 
sole reason for such punishment is to deter othe: That such a punish ' Creditor . res » or before Ma %. to eend their 
ment is a deterrent I have no doubt. That was found to be the ' an s aad te ‘ulars of their te amd clams, to Franl 
vhen garrotting was put down. And that such a deterrent et mee Westen , o-gapeeta i 
much needed in these days I do not believe snyone connected with t Resolutions tor Winding-up Voluntarily. 
idministration of justice would dispute rae 
eqeenntnnn EERE 7 he ( tle I erspar March 16 
— S Lf ( ( ( 
Messrs. TROLLOPE have sold by private treaty the freehold properties, | 2"! K,. eeees = | Ite — 
23 and 24, Marsham-street, Westminster. The latter, it is understood. | pipe a. se ; oa < ta ' 
is to be converted into a small town residence ' 





VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that a 


Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effects. Pro- |... 4 Uv Tall Go. bare Wostheline Buxintecing Oo. bad 
perty is generally very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insurers | Ho Lt 4 Hill Golf ( td ; 
suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM, STORR & SONS (LIMITED Hin Moll ( IAd. , sitapu Gold Estat I Aal 

26, King-street, Covent-garden, W.C. 2, the well-known valuers an? | ()7 0.) Pucks ‘ai. faut nidinn Pidkese Partiiods. “LAs 
chattel auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Exper: | | Day alam F evilions, Ltd 
Valuers, and will be glad to advise those desiring valuations for any | Oxten Property Co., Ltd Bolivar Concese N17), Ltd 
purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, works of art, bric-A-brac, «| o & K Sons, Ltd Southern Makers, Iad. : 
speciality —[ Apvrt. ] B® peBn-, pe M, a rated (Selas Rubber ( td 














THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co., Lro. 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 
FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 
MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., etc. 


Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to householders, 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium. 


LICENSE SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 
Suitable “Clauses for Inserti in L and Mort f 
INSURANCE. Rymiconats: nae settle i by ‘Counsel,;will be a eggnog 


For Further Information write: 24, MOORGATE ST., E.C. 2. 
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Anpersox, Jony, Barrow-in-Furness, Teilor. Marah 23 | Cctitzr, Sipwer, Winton, Bournemouth, Builder. 


. 
11.30. Of. Ree., 16, Co llis-st ‘ow-i M h 2% at 230. Off. Reo., Midland Bank-chmbrs., 
Bankruptcy Notices. oo Se. 8 es, ee ee eee ee 


F ; Brvomam, Cairies Epwarp Hempstead, Draper's Etpripes, Ricwarp WitttuM, York, Boot Dealer 
London Gazette.-Tvesmar, Mar. 9 Manager March 23 at Ll Bankruptcy-bldgs March 2% at 230. Bankruptcy Office, Duncombe. 
FIRST MZETINGS Carey-st pL, York 
ANGHINELLI, Gasrtetto Francesco 











Epvarpo, Clay | OClapetien, Geonor, Gray's Inu-rd. Mareh 2 at 12 HaYwarp, Francis ARraicr, Cullercoats, Northumber. 
Commercial Traveller Mar. 19 at 12 Bankruptey-bldgs., Carey-st land, Grocer. March 2% at Tl. Off. Reo., Peart. 
ruptey-bldes., Carey-st pe Mowtatec, Count Rene, Piccadilly Ma ! bldgs., 4 Northumberland t., Newcastle-upom. 

Brack A 17 Alderman! y Rohe Manufactur Bankruptcy-bkigs., Carey-st Tyne. 

Mar. 19 at 11 Bankruptev-bldgs., Carey Epmwonds, OnaRies JULivs, Great Tower-st Merchant Hau Aterrt Vicror, Stockton-on-Tees, Tobaceenist, 

Brooke, Jor. Sheffield. Hack Saw Manufactur r. | March 23 at 12. Bankrupter-bidgs., Carey-st March 25 at 2.15. Off. Rec., 930, High-st., Stockton. 
16 at 12 oF R Fietr lan Shee JENNINGS Gronae ALBERT Halesowen Worcest« on-Tees 

Daty Joww Liverpool. N en , Jeweller. March 19 at 12. Off. Ree l. Priory Hetmes, MAximitian Josern, High Holborn, Engineer, 
Of. Rec.. Union Marine-bldes ly . et.. Dudley March 24 at 12. Bankruptey-bidgs., Carey-st 

pool Parrriper, THOMAS, Derrington, Insurance Agent Jemmetr, Jonn Henry, Hornsey, Waiter. March 25 at 

Heavew, Warren Coantes Hevsoyv. Iifracor March 36 at 12. Off. Ree., 2, Swan-hill, Shrews 12. Bankruptcy-bidge., Carey-st. 
at 11. 94 Hich-st.. Barnetapl bury Ocpsy, ARTHUR EDWIN, Barrow-in-Furness, Chemist, 

LAWFORD Wii Dora ; it} ! r ‘ Amended Notice substituted for that published in the March 2% at 11.30. Off. Re 16, Cornwallie-st., 
Mar 17 at 2.30 ow 1 >, Mos ; } London Gazette of Varch Barrow-in-Furness. 

Brichtor LINGaRD FREDERICK Gporer Brizhton Boe ng Parken, Freperick James, Winton, Bournemouth, 

TLFATHeERBARROW. G ' . house Keeper March 17 at 12 t 124 Stationer. March 2 at 2.30. Off. Rec., Midland 
Mar. 18 at 1130. Of vebhe Mar! ugh-pl., Brighton Bank<hmbrs., High-st., Southampton , 
M1 Dale-at.. Liver \DJUDICA TIONS RYLAND FREDERICK JOHN, Queen Victor ust. March B 

Leese, Cnarntes. Earl rt t 11. Banl at ll. Bankruptey-bldgs., Carey-st 
runt hides (nas Bamnarp, Rowtsann Hene Br tor Greeny roce Sanversox, Rosert Francis CommMoy, Grantham, Wine 

Lewis EDMUND Vrecram Elm Brighton. Pet. March 9 Ord. Mareh 10 and Spirit Merchant. March 23 at 12. Off. Ree., 
Mar. 18 at 11 Beakruntery-bid BiIxnouam Cuinies Epwarp, Hampstead Draper's 4, Castle-pl., Park-st., Nottingham 

Lixoarp. Frepertce Groras * Manager High Court «+ March 9. Ord Stanpen, Cuaries Ranpoirn, East Retford, Jeweller, 
House Keener Mar. 17 at 12 Lex March 9 March 25 at 12.15. Off. Rec., 10, Bank-st., Linooln, 
Marlthor th-pl. Rrichton Brewster, Epwarp, East Acton, Mechanical Engineer scKey, E. A., Highgate, Boot Repairer. March & 

Owen Tarvor Rowtayp nda wiles High Court. Pet. Jan. 9. Ord. March 9 r Bankruptcy -bldze , Carey-st. 

Parmer Mar. 16 at ' abel . CLEMENTS, Freperick Wititam, Tot Hill, near Ongar, (Ce.tow, Wiittam Earnest, Holborn, Baker. March & 

Pasto~-Coorrr. Stpwry y Essex High Court Pet. Jan. 26. Ord. March 6 at 11. Bankruptey-bidgs., Carey -st 
it 1. 14 Redford-rev DEBRUYCKERE, Epwarp, Clapham, Shipper. High Court 4 a 

Povtrow. Riemann Né , ‘ Pet. Jan. 9. Ord. Maroh 9 ADJUDICATIONS. 

Mar. 17 ot 11 ‘ 5 rth Etpripet, Richanp Wiittam, York, Beot Dealer ({xbexson, Jonx, Barrow-in-Furness, Tailor. Barrow 
umberiland-at , . York. Pet. March 8 Ord. March 8 n-Furness. Pet. Feb. 16. Ord. March 9 

Purtirs Jouw , —_ . Gonreren, Mouris, Brick-lane, Timber Merchant. High Arkix, Harry, Stepney Green High Court Pet. 
Mar. 16 at 12.15 iT es Court. Pet. Jan. 4. Ord. March 10 Feb. M. Ord, March Ll. 

Newport. Mon Harwakp, Francis Artavr, Cullercoats, Northamber CLements, Harotp Eevyest, Eardisley, Hereford Grocer. 

Roerrs Wiittmnm Lrorp land, Grocer. Newenastle-upon-Tyne Pet Mar Leomineter. Pet _ March 9. Ord. March 9 

County Court Off 9. Ord. Maroh 9 ‘ Cutter, Sipyey, Winton, Bournemouth Builder 
Hatt Auerrr Victor, Stockton-on-Teee. Stockton-on Poole — March 12. Ord. Mareh 12 

Sanprorp, Witrmaw HH. Viet ' ‘t 1 Tees. Pet. March 10. Ord. March 10 Hvents, IcHARD «© DAVIES Blaenau Festiniog, 
Bankruntey-bides., Care Kcakete, Vioterte Frances, Westhourne-crove, Drese Merionethshire Railway Porter. Portmadoc. Pet 

Sranwven. James. Hanlev. Wer . : maker. High Cour* Pet. Jen. 12. Ord. Mareh 9 Mareh M1. Ord. March ll. 

OF, Res.. 9 Brank-st. Stoke-ur . swrorp, Witttam Doreras. Southborough Kent Jemmerr, Joun Henry, Hornsey, Waiter. High Court. 

WaAppDINGTON jor Suman. R ‘ f ercha Tunbridge Wells, Pet. Feb. 14. Ord. March 9 Pet. March ll. Ord. March ll : 

Mar. 16 at 11.45. Town Hall Roe ‘ L2YLaND, Georrney Ricwarp, Easton-in-Gordano, near | Lane, Witntam Tomas, Egremont, Oheshiré High 

Warsow J.. Mansion House-chambers, Gene Bristol. Brietol. Pet. Fe 9. Ord. March 10 Court. Pet. Feb. 2. Ord. March 12 
enle Merchant Mar. 18 at kruptey-] . Lees, FReperick, Stockport High Court Pet. Jar Lewis, Ricnanp Lewis, Blaenau Festiniog, Merioneth- 

17. Ord. March 10 shire, Quarry Labourer. Portmadoc. Pet. March 
y "AT S LINGARD, Freperick Grorat Brighton . \ ll. Ord. Mareh 11. 

ADJUDICATION house Keeper. Brighton. Pet. Feb. 17. Ord. | Murray, Wrtstam Jonarmay, Luton, Beds. High Court. 

Brooxe. Jor, Sheffield, Heel Saw eturer March 8 Pet. Jan. 36. Ord. March 12 
Sheffield. Pet. Feh. 2 Ord. Mar. 5 Owen Trevor Rowtannd Lianddaniel A nur bese Parker, Frepertck James, Winton, Bournemouth, 

Conryenam, Lord Chantes Arrive, Newquay Trure Farmer. Bangor. Pet March 1. Ord. March 10 Stationer. Poole. Pet. Feb. 25. Ord. March 15. 
Pet. Neo. 15. Ord. Mar. 4 Snore, Hirorp James. Milton, Southsea, Derorater Poviton, RicHarp, Newcastle-upon-Tvne, Film Renteg, 

Dat ¥. Tons, Livernool, Newsagent Liverpor Pet Portemouth Det. March & Ord. March 8 Neweastleaspon-Tyne. Pet. Feb. ll. Ord. March if 
Feb. 19. Ord. Mar. 4 Stanpen, OCuartrs Raxpowrs, Enact Retford, Notts Swans, Atsert Ervyest, Matlock, Derbs Denby. 

Hawra-Wiitraws, Crrawert Crantes Crarpe Heraert Jeweller. Lincoln. Pet. March 6. Ord. Met 6 st. Feb. 5. Ord. March 13. 

Reading. Reading. Pet. Nov. 13. Ord. Mar. 5 7 : : : r » Bern. Westminster Palace-cdne Music Hall 

Heaven. Warren Cwantrs Heosow. Ilfracombe Barn ADJUDICATION ANNULLED Artist. High Court. Pet. Nov. 26. Ord. March Il. 
staple. Pet. Feb. 16. Ord. Mar. 6 Laneter, ArTncr, Pudsey, near Leeds, Boot Dealer Uetow, Wittram Exxest, Holborn, Baker. High Court. 

Ernest, Cockermouth. Grocer Cockers t} Leeds. Adjad. Jan. 10, 1911. Annul, March 10 Pet. Feb. 13. Ord. March 12 
Mor. 5. Ord. Mor. 5 1920 
wr hester, Engineer. Salford London Gazette.—TvtsvaY, March 16 
Jan ‘ 
ORDER AWHULL ING eanvoxine OR RESCIND RECEIVING ORDERS AUCTION SALES. 
. als . . ’ ; 
ING ORDERS ae Mg . i. Ord sr 2 M =. ng : + ay Vater 

Soper. James, Liverpool, Music Seller, Liverpool. Ord Bopvennam, E. F., Moseley, Birmingham. Manufacturer take place MONTHLY at wince 
Annul., Rev. or Rese.. Rec. Ord... dated Mat. 22 Birmingham. Pet. Feb. 24. Ord. Marek HOUSE, £0 Old Broad-street, E.C.. and ine 
1995, and Adiud, dated Mar. 24. 1905. Annul Cuements, Harowp Ernest, Eardisley f Dress every description of Property. — terms 
Rev. or Rese. Mar. 5 Leominster. Pet. March 9. Ord. ean be had on application at¢_ their ; 

Rervotps, Peren Wrirtam. Kemberton. near Shifnal Cotttns, Joux~n Wiittam, Coventry, Furniture Broker Mesers. Field & Sons undertake Surveys o ’ 
Salop, Licensed Victualler. Shrewsbury Ord Coventry. Pet. Feb. 17. Ord’ March kinds and give special attention to Rating an 
Annul.. Rev. or Rese Ree. Ord. and Ord of Adiu Currier Stpxry, Winton Bournemouth Builder Compenaation Ciaime. Offices, 54, Borou High- 
lated May 10 and 25, 1912, respectively. Annul Poole. Pet. March 12. Ord. Mareh 12 street, London Bridge, 8.E. 1, and 12a, Waterloo 


Rev. or R Mar. 5 Dopps, Tom Wittttam, Eyvnsham, Oxford. Oxford t olace. 8.W 
London Gazette.—Fripay, March 12 Feb. 3. Ord. March 13 
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